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Nullification: The Rightful Remedy 

This documentary film, created by the Foundation for a Free 
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How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution 


The constitutional convention (Con-Con) proposed by the Compact 
for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably high risk of 
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Crimes of Illegals 


In reading the August 3 Quick Quotes, 
namely “A Telling Comment From Mex- 
ico About Donald Trump’s Charge” by 
Mexican citizen Ostensia Bonilla, who 
was deriding comments made by Donald 
Trump about illegal-immigrant criminals, I 
can only say she has leftist dogma down to 
the letter. Her charge that drug “addicts are 
in America” is only half true. Mexico has 
many addicts as well. Witness the many at- 
tacks on rehab units in Mexico by cartels 
pursuing rival gang members. Our addicts 
pay more, but drug sales are a problem in 
Mexico as well. 

Trump’s statements may be broad and 
too general, but the truth that the leftist- 
dominated corporate media will not pub- 
lish is that Mexico has four main sources 
of income: oil, tourism, illegal drugs, and 
immigration, both legal and illegal. Ac- 
cording to the Central Bank of Mexico, 
Mexican immigrants send home over 
$30 billion each year, and the FBI reports 
Mexican cartels operated in over 1,200 cit- 
ies across the United States last year. 

It has been reported that over 9,000 in- 
nocent Americans were murdered by il- 
legal aliens, and Numbers USA reported 
that 2,000 people are killed annually by 
illegal aliens driving under the influence. 
With these numbers, more American lives 
would be saved by border security than 
all the gun-control legislation the Left has 
proposed in the past 50 years. 

Jim Davis 
Riverside, California 


All for Term Limits 


Interesting letter in your July 6 issue from 
Dick Zimmermann, wherein he decried 
lobbyists’ power and the multiplication of 
that power owing to term limits. The lob- 
byist problem is neither caused nor aug- 
mented by term limits. Term limits dimin- 
ish the power of lobbyists by diminishing 
the power of senior politicians, which is 
why both groups oppose term limits. More 
new people in office makes more work for 
lobbyists; they constantly have to figure out 
how to manipulate and control new people, 
causing them more work and expense. 
When we had term limits on the ballot in 
Colorado, I was the leader of the Colorado 
Term Limit Coalition and often found my- 
self on the other side of a debate with a lob- 
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byist. The politicians could not speak against 
term limits without exposing their clear 
conflict of interest and personal motives, as 
well as jeopardizing the potential outcome of 
their next election, so lobbyists spoke, cam- 
paigned, and fought on their behalf. 

And then there is the Tom Foley exam- 
ple. Washington state is one of those few 
states that has odd-year statewide elec- 
tions, including initiative petitions. Term 
limits were on the Washington state ballot 
in 1991. So good old Tom adjourned the 
U.S. House of Representatives early and 
went home to Washington to ensure the 
ballot measure’s defeat, with the help of 
selected lobbyist buddies and dollars. Fo- 
ley’s actions motivated cooperation be- 
tween two national term-limit advocacy 
groups, which cooperated to put congres- 
sional term limits on the ballot. 

Also in 1992, Foley was the first sitting 
house speaker to be unseated in decades. 
Defeated, Foley went home to D.C. to be- 
come a member of the lobby corps. 

Those who wish less power for lobby- 
ists would be wise to side with Thomas 
Jefferson to support term limits. Jefferson 
believed the omission of term limits in the 
U.S. Constitution was a critical flaw. 

DENNIS POLHILL 
Golden, Colorado 
Chairman, Colorado 
Term Limits Coalition 


Obama Iran Deal 


How in the world can our leaders in the 
USA justify lifting sanctions against Iran 
and unfreezing their assets, estimated to be 
as high as $150 billion? 

This is a country that has openly vowed 
they support the total destruction of Israel 
and the United States. 

The sudden huge windfall for this 
rogue nation could be used to create 
weapons that will literally kill Americans 
and many others. 

So why are we about to take this action? 
This is just not right. 

CAPTAIN JAMES GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 
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Crude Oil Prices Resume Decline, Could Hit $20 a Barrel 


Coming in just hours apart on September 11, two reports con- 
firmed that oil prices are likely to resume their decline and stay 
low well into 2016. 

Goldman Sachs said oil prices could drop to as low as $20 
a barrel before finding a bottom. Although unlikely, Goldman 
Sachs reported that the chances of $20 oil are “becoming greater 
as storage [tanks and offshore tankers] continue to fill.” It an- 
nounced severe cuts to its own forecasts reflecting its negative 
outlook, knocking the price of oil one month out from $45 to $38 
a barrel, and its 12-month forecast down from $60 to $45. 

Goldman Sachs remains firm in its conviction that low prices 
will eventually result in lower production from the United States, 
sufficient “to start rebalancing the market.” 

The International Energy Agency (IEA) expressed the same 
view, predicting that U.S. production would drop by more than 
400,000 barrels a day next year, the largest decline in almost 25 
years. But with OPEC countries continuing to pump oil at record 
levels in order, it is said, to maintain their share of the world mar- 
ket, the overall decline in world production will remain modest, 
keeping prices low well into next year. 

The IEA says that the real purpose behind OPEC’s decision, 
led by its primary producer Saudi Arabia, was to squeeze Ameri- 
can producers to the point where they would be forced to shut 
down. But because of the resiliency of American oil and natural 


gas producers, the supply has not fallen nearly as much, or as 
quickly, as OPEC hoped. With the rig count down by half, pro- 
duction is only now starting to slow. And many wells that have 
been temporarily shut down can be restarted within weeks at rela- 
tively modest cost as price rises make them profitable once again. 

But it isn’t all about oil, oil prices, oil supplies, and demand for 
oil. It’s the overall state of the world economy that is driving the 
pricing equation, and until there is a substantial decline in supply, 


oil prices will continue to move lower. 
} | | 
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Hurricane Activity Down — Climate Alarmists Wrong Again 


Fred is dead. So is Grace. Fred had started with high hopes, at- 
taining the enviable status of “Category 1 hurricane” when he 
blasted over the Cape Verde Islands on Monday, August 31. But 
he didn’t have the stamina; the National Hurricane Center (NHC) 
in Miami, Florida, soon had him downgraded to a “tropical de- 
pression.” By Sunday, September 6, Alabama Media Group me- 
teorologist Leigh Morgan was reporting that poor Fred had lost 
his “defined center of circulation and could no longer be consid- 
ered a tropical cyclone.” 

Tropical Storm Grace had also started off with great promise, 
but, like Fred, suffered the ignominy of downgrade to a mere de- 
pression. By September 9 the National Hurricane Center Bulletin 
was all but writing her obituary, with a report on her “remains.” 
The bulletin headline read: “Grace degenerates to an open wave.” 
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The 2015 hurricane season has been largely a fizzle, and it 
looks like it may end quietly, without any major destructive 
events. According to a new study by prominent hurricane re- 
searchers, 2015 will probably “be below normal” in activity, as 
were 2013 and 2014. 

Hurricane experts P. Klotzbach, W. Gray, and C. Fogarty write in 
the current issue of the journal Nature Geoscience: 


The Atlantic hurricane seasons in 2013 and 2014 were qui- 
eter than average, and there are indications that hurricane 
activity in 2015 will also be below normal. Here we investi- 
gate whether the active Atlantic hurricane era that began in 
1995 may have ended. 


At NoTrickZone.com, Pierre Gosselin notes in a September 
10 posting that “something is awfully wrong with global warm- 
ing science,” especially, in this case, as it pertains to predictions 
of cyclonic activity. He reproduces a chart of Global Accumulat- 
ed Cyclone Energy (ACE) since 1970, which shows that “storm 
activity worldwide over the past 4 years is at a 45-year low and 
that the trend has been in steep decline since 1990.” 

“Even though it is not true, alarmist sites everywhere continue 
citing ‘increased storm activity’ as evidence of man-made cli- 
mate change,” writes Gosselin. “Yet, when we look at the num- 
bers, we see that nothing could be further from the truth.” 
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SPLC Unveils Propaganda for U.S. Schools 


The Southern Poverty Law Center recently unveiled a new Com- 
mon Core-aligned “educational” campaign designed to inject 
even more pro-homosexual, pro-transgender propaganda into 
school classrooms across America, along with identity politics, 
collectivism, “white privilege,” “social justice,” and more. 
Under the guise of promoting what the intolerant SPLC calls 
“tolerance,” for example, students in kindergarten through sec- 
ond grade subjected to the SPLC “anti-bias” propaganda will 
learn, among other things, to ignore their parents and become 
cross-dressers if they feel like they were born in the wrong body. 
In its “K-2 Grade Level Outcomes and Scenarios,” one “anti- 


bias” scenario involves a girl with “two moms.” “TI call them 
Mamma Kendra and Mamma Sam,” the girl says. Another sce- 
nario features a boy playing with dolls, and another student in- 
tervening when the boy’s friend informs him that dolls are actu- 
ally for girls. “It’s OK that he likes different things than you or 
the other boys,” the other student says. The teacher then comes 
along and agrees. Plenty of other scenarios involving illegal im- 
migrants, homosexuality, Islam, and more are covered. 

Plenty of white, male, heterosexual “privilege” propaganda is 
also included, with students expected to be made “aware of the 
advantages and disadvantages I have in society because of my 
membership in different identity groups, and I know how this has 
affected my life.” Identifying “strategies and philosophies rel- 
evant to the history of social justice around the world” is also key. 

Indeed, the “teaching tolerance” project makes absolutely 
clear that it is about more than just indoctrinating students — it 
is also about spawning little activists who will go out into the 
world and spread the SPLC’s radical views in their schools, com- 
munities, and beyond. 

Rather than allowing the SPLC, the UN, and the creators of 
Common Core to brazenly indoctrinate American children, par- 
ents, teachers, lawmakers, and taxpayers should put their foot 
down. If liberty and common sense are going to survive in the 
United States over the long term, Americans need to take a long, 
hard look at what is happening in government schools — and 
put a stop to it. 


News that China offloaded more than $100 billion of U.S. Trea- 
suries in August to support its currency and its falling stock mar- 
ket caused many observers to raise concerns about China waging 
an “economic war” against the United States. 

It now appears that the shoe is on the other foot. China’s econ- 
omy continues to crater, and the Chinese central bank has been 
moving to weaken its currency and shore up its stock markets. 

In the days following Betjing’s surprise announcement on Au- 
gust 11 that it was devaluing its currency by two percent, the 
yield on the U.S. 10-year Treasury note jumped 10 percent, from 
2.00 percent to 2.20 percent. Since then it has remained quies- 
cent, forcing financial analysts to explain why. 

First, the foreign exchange market is huge almost beyond com- 
prehension: Nearly $7 trillion is awash among the world’s central 
banks. A mere $100 billion in that vast ocean is scarcely notice- 
able, representing a tiny percentage of daily transactions. 

Second, Japan is likely to be only too willing to offset China’s 
sales as the country’s Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has been, as 
Bloomberg’s William Pesek noted, “as compliant a Japanese part- 
ner as Washington has encountered in decades.” 

In addition, China is not interested in shutting down the econ- 
omy of its largest trading partner, which a sharp rise in interest 
rates surely would do. 


ee 

Fourth, the yield on the U.S. 10-year Treasury note is far high- 
er than that of Germany’s (at 0.66 percent) or Japan’s (at 0.35 
percent). Where else would investors seeking safety of principal 
along with yield go to protect their capital? Besides, a drop in 
the value of U.S. Treasuries would impact China as well, which 
continues to hold more than $1.3 trillion in U.S. debt. 

Investors and interested observers could do worse than to 
watch the yield on the 10-year U.S. Treasury note to see if the 
market remains quiescent. For the time being, China is highly 
motivated to make only small corrections and keep any threats 
to teach the United States a lesson to itself. 


Hillary Makes Light of the E-mail Scandal Swamping Her Campaign 
“By the way, you may have seen that I have recently launched a Snapchat 
account. I love it — those messages disappear all by themselves.” 

At a campaign event in Iowa, Hillary Clinton joked about her e-mail 
problems by referring to the new social media service known as Snapchat, 
which allows the transmitted images to be viewed for only seconds by 
recipients before being deleted. 


Democratic Heavyweight Assesses Donald Trump’s Campaign iy F 
“In a parlance that Trump would appreciate, we’re still in the swimsuit > BF Hillary Fe 
competition. It gets harder in the talent rounds.” ; » Clinton a. 


Noted Democrat David Axelrod doesn t expect Donald Trump’s candi- 
dacy for the GOP nomination to succeed. 


Jeb Bush Points to His Problems 

“T’m the tortoise in the race. But I’m a joyful tortoise.” 

Admitting he hasnt done well in the early weeks of the campaign, for- 
mer Florida Governor Jeb Bush should realize that he distanced himself 
from many voters by defending Common Core standards and promoting 
unpopular immigration reform. 


Pentagon Falsely Claims No Responsibility for Strikes in Yemen 
“The Pentagon is insisting, by way of an explanation, that they aren’t 
responsible for any specific strikes that happen in Yemen. So even though 
a they provided the bombs, fueled the planes, and picked the targets, those 
a deaths [in Yemen] are somehow not their fault.” 

Jason Ditz, a reporter for Anti-War.com, doesn t accept the Pentagon's 
claims after our military officials supplied weaponry to the Saudi government that led to military 
action in Yemen. 
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Exposing Planned Parenthood’s Evil With Their Own Words 

“A Planned Parenthood official repeatedly refers to the aborted fetus as a ‘cadaver.’ Webster’s Diction- 
ary defines ‘cadaver’ as a ‘dead body.’ Are the news media so pro-abortion that they will refuse to report 
that this Planned Parenthood official is admitting unequivocally that this baby was alive before he or 
she was killed?” 

Media Research Center Director L. Brent Bozell continues to crusade for ending abortion in the 
United States. 


Obama Administration Keeps Christians Out, Lets Muslims In 

“Since October 2014, 906 Muslim refugees from Syria were granted U.S. visas while only 28 of Syria’s 
estimated 700,000 displaced Christians were given the same ability to enter the U.S.” 

The above figures were supplied by the Catholic News Agency and reported by Robert Reilly, the direc- 
tor of the Westminster Institute in McLean, Virginia. 


Nobel Prize Winner in Economics Wants More Government Debt 
“Believe it or not, many economists argue that the economy needs a 
sufficient amount of public debt out there to function well.... What ails 
the world economy right now is that governments aren’t deep enough 
in debt.” 
Currently a professor teaching economics at Princeton University and 
a regular columnist for the New York Times, Paul Krugman admits to 
being a follower of John Maynard Keynes, who called for government 
manipulation of the money supply to achieve political and economic ends. 
Krugman s call for more debt makes no mention of the huge interest pay- 
ments already saddling the American people because of the debt already 
incurred and higher interest payments yet to come. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


Paul 


Krugman 


AP Images 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


CHRISTIAN: 


Using the clout of justices who are 
willing to disregard both U.S. law 
and any semblance of fairness, 
homosexual advocates are trying 
to drive Christians into poverty. 
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by Selwyn Duke 


G “He: of humanity” was 

the charge leveled against 

Christians in early first-mil- 
lennium Rome. Thus impugned because 
they didn’t want to participate in the 
empire’s pagan festivals, they suffered 
a plight common to those swimming 
against their civilization’s tide: persecu- 
tion. Of course, even in a nation that ap- 
preciates freedom of speech and religion, 
stigmatization of certain groups is inevi- 
table. For as someone once pointed out, 
stigmas are the corollaries of values: If 
certain things are to be valued, it follows 
that their opposites will be devalued. As 
an example, you cannot value economic 
freedom highly without devaluing com- 
munism. Ergo, stigmas are necessary. 
And since they’re the flip side of values, 
what a civilization chooses to value is of 
utmost importance. 

So when Rome valued paganism, it 
quite naturally devalued Christianity. But 
this would change. Jesus’ faith was legal- 
ized in 313 A.D., and in 380 it would be- 
come the empire’s official religion. And 
it would so infuse and shape the West 
that the Occident would become known 
as Christendom and the United States’ 
first president would say, “To the distin- 
guished character of Patriot, it should be 
our highest glory to add the more distin- 
guished character of Christian.” For, in 
fact, Christian character was once con- 
sidered integral to everything. 


Change in America 

But a change has been afoot in America. 
It has been happening quickly, so quickly 
that few people, even most astute culture 
warriors, fully appreciate what’s occur- 
ring. It has been hard not to hear of Kim 
Davis, the Rowan County, Kentucky, clerk 
jailed for contempt of court after refusing 
an order to issue “marriage” licenses to 
same-sex couples. She has been cheered 
by the Right and chided by the Left, por- 
trayed as both a Christian hero and an oath- 
breaking zero. And not surprisingly, most 
of the debate has centered on the legality 
of her stance. Davis is, of course, defying a 
court order. But while U.S. District Judge 
David Bunning, who sent the clerk to pris- 
on, has said, “Oaths mean things,” what of 
the Supreme Court justices who, in issuing 
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The new martyrs: Kentucky clerk Kim Davis is doing the job governors won’t do — nullifying the 


unconstitutional Obergefel! faux-marriage ruling. 


the unconstitutional Obergefell v. Hodges 
faux-marriage ruling, clearly violated their 
oath to uphold the Constitution? Should 
one submit to a rule of lawyers contrary to 
the rule of law? Of course, Davis is also 
defying Kentucky governor Steve Be- 
shear, who has ordered state clerks to issue 
marriage licenses to same-sex couples. 
And states do have wide-ranging powers 
under the Constitution. Yet even a gover- 
nor doesn’t have the legitimate power to 
violate his state’s constitution. As to this, 
the American Family Association’s Bryan 
Fischer recently wrote in “Clerk the Only 
One Obeying the Law” that the courts 
have no constitutionally granted power to 
strike down law and then pointed out: 


Here’s how the Kentucky constitu- 
tion reads: 

[“]Only a marriage between one 
man and one woman shall be valid 


or recognized as a marriage in 
Kentucky. A legal status identical 
or substantially similar to that of 
marriage for unmarried individuals 
shall not be valid or recognized.[’’| 

... Thus Kim Davis would actual- 
ly be breaking the law and violating 
the constitution of the state of Ken- 
tucky by issuing same-sex licenses. 

Bottom line: Kim Davis is 
the only one in this sorry saga 
who is following the law and the 
Constitution. 

When she took her oath of office, 
it was an oath to uphold the Consti- 
tution of the United States and the 
constitution of the state of Kentucky. 
She did not take an oath to uphold 
the rulings of the Supreme Court, 
especially when submitting to such 
rulings would require her to violate 
her oath to uphold the Constitution. 
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In the above Fischer is merely echoing 
Thomas Jefferson, who wrote in 1819 and 
1820 that to give “to the judges the right 
to decide what laws are constitutional and 
what not, not only for themselves in their 
own sphere of action but for the Legisla- 
ture and Executive also in their spheres” 
makes our Constitution “a complete felo 
de se” (suicide pact) and “would place us 
under the despotism of an oligarchy.” 

Davis, however, has mainly cited not 
man’s but moral law in her defense. 
While her lawyer has appealed her case 
(and lost) based on freedom of religion, 
she unabashedly told Judge Bunning, 
“God’s moral law conflicts with my job 
duties,” reported CBSDC/AP. “You can’t 
be separated from something that’s in 
your heart and in your soul.” 


AP Images 


And whether it’s the rule of lawyers or 
of law, this reality cannot be ignored. No 
moral person places statesmen or the Su- 
preme Court before the Supreme Being; 
this is why while many will emote about 
“the law” when it serves their ends, Amer- 
icans have a long history of violating it 
with the understanding that, as Augustine 
of Hippo put it, “An unjust law is no law at 
all.” The antebellum abolitionist and civil- 
rights movements, for instance, involved 
defiance of the law. And, in fact, our very 
nation was founded on resistance to law, 
on a bold act of nullification — of the law 
of the British Empire. 


Height of Hypocrisy 
Then there’s the matter of imperious 
would-be masters who make hypocrisy 


, az - Sy aes 


Double standards: While judges can now be found juridically unfit if they cease conducting all 
marriages to avoid performing faux marriages, Texas judge Tonya Parker’s 2012 announcement 
that she would cease all marriage ceremonies until she could perform faux marriages was met 


with deafening silence. 
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an art form. Hillary Clinton’s presiden- 
tial campaign may be listing because of 
her illegal use of a private e-mail server 
to conduct government business, but this 
didn’t stop her from tweeting about Davis 
on September 3, “Officials should be held 
to their duty to uphold the law — end 
of story.” And her former boss, Barack 
Obama, boldly violates federal immigra- 
tion and other laws he finds inconvenient, 
as he ignores “sanctuary cities” and local- 
ities that violate federal drug laws (which 
are unconstitutional, though this certainly 
isn’t a factor for “unconstitutionalists’’). 

And particularly apropos is the case 
of openly lesbian Dallas County Judge 
Tonya Parker, who said in 2012 that “she 
refuses to conduct marriage ceremonies 
for straight couples until same-sex cou- 
ples can also wed,” reported New York’s 
Daily News at the time. Of course, given 
that judges may refuse to perform mar- 
riages, Parker’s case wouldn’t involve 
the kind of “violation of civil duty” of 
which Davis is accused. Yet it is perfectly 
analogous to another recent case, that of 
Marion County, Oregon, Judge Vance 
Day. Like Parker, Day decided to stop 
doing weddings altogether — in his case, 
nearly a year ago — over the faux-mar- 
riage issue. Like Parker, his reason is that 
the current law conflicts with his sense of 
right and wrong. Unlike Parker, however, 
his problem is that he didn’t want to feel 
pressure to “marry” same-sex couples 
after a 2014 federal court ruling express- 
ing the belief that faux marriage should 
be government sanctioned in Oregon. 

And, unlike Parker, Day is now being 
investigated by a judicial-fitness com- 
mission. 

Notable here is that the Ohio Supreme 
Court’s Board of Professional Conduct 
just issued a ruling in August on the very 
same matter, stating in part, “A judge 
may not decline to perform all marriag- 
es in order to avoid marrying same-sex 
couples based on his or personal, moral, 
or religious beliefs.” Absolutely striking. 
A judge can refuse to perform marriages 
— but not for politically incorrect (e.g., 
Christian) reasons — and not to avoid 
performing faux marriages. So when 
Parker exited the marriage business be- 
cause she thought such unions should be 
endorsed by government, it was hardly 
a blip on the radar screen. When Day 
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does so because he believes such unions 
shouldn’t be, he’s investigated as unfit 
for office. 

When considering all the above, it’s 
clear that laws and standards are being 
applied selectively — but, actually, not 
all that inconsistently. Just consider an- 
other example from the judicial-stan- 
dards front, when earlier this year the 
California Supreme Court prohibited 
state court judges from belonging to the 
Boy Scouts merely because, at the time, 
the organization reflected Christianity in 
banning open homosexuals from serving 
as troop leaders. Or consider the case of 
former Atlanta fire chief Kelvin Cochran, 
who was fired early last year after writ- 
ing a Christian book entitled Who Told 
You That You Were Naked?, in which he 
briefly touched on homosexual behavior. 
Now ponder what Lifesite’s Jonathon 
van Maren related in February about a 
trip he had just taken: 


In Budapest ... our tour guide 
stopped on the steps of the St. 
Stephan Cathedral to explain how 
the Hungarian Communists “dealt 
with” the Christians. It wasn’t that 
you couldn’t be a Christian, she said. 
You could pray at home, worship at 
home with your family, even get 
baptized and go to church. However, 
you had a choice. “You could either 
be a Christian,” she told us, “or you 
could be successful.” 


So when GOP presidential contender Mike 
Huckabee recently tweeted “Kim Davis in 
federal custody removes all doubts about 
the criminalization of Christianity in this 
country,” perhaps he wasn’t being /iteral- 
ly accurate. After all, churches aren’t yet 
being shuttered. But implicit in everything 
that’s occurring, with a wink and a nod, is 
that old message: You can be Christian — 
or you can be successful. 

And leftists have said this in so many 
words. Not that long ago a number of 
stories were in the news about Christian 
bakers who refused to bake cakes for faux 
weddings. And if you read Internet com- 
ments, you’d observe a common senti- 
ment: “If you can’t do the job, you can’t 
have the job.” The problem is that any and 
every “job” is increasingly being defined 
as requiring absence of Christian prin- 
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Unlike most politicians, GOP presidential contender Mike Huckabee stands behind Davis, with 
the understanding that there’s a difference between the rule of law and the rule of lawyers. 


ciple. The quoted standard tendentiously 
places the onus on the Christians, but 
here’s what is really being said: “You'll 
conform to our agenda — or we’ll de- 
stroy you to the point of pennilessness.” 

A good example is couple Aaron and 
Melissa Klein, former owners of the bak- 
ery Sweet Cakes by Melissa in Gresham, 
Oregon. They were forced to shut down 
their business in 2013 after refusing two 
lesbians a “wedding” cake and being 
charged with discrimination. But this 
wasn’t enough for the sexual storm troop- 
ers. Because earlier this year administra- 
tive judge Alan McCullough fined them 
$135,000 and ruled that the funds will 
go to the lesbians for “emotional, mental, 
and physical suffering.” The government 
perhaps wanted to persecute in private, 
though, because Oregon labor commis- 
sioner Brad Avakian “placed an effective 
gag order on the Kleins, ordering them to 
‘cease and desist’ from speaking publicly 
about not wanting to bake cakes for same- 
sex weddings based on their Christian be- 
liefs,” wrote the Daily Signal in July. This 
apparently is part of Avakian’s attempt to 
“rehabilitate” the Kleins, which, stated 
their lawyer, Anna Harmon, he made clear 
was his goal with “those whose beliefs do 
not conform to the state’s ideas.” 

The good news is that, with the help 
of Christian relief organization Samari- 
tan’s Purse, far more than the fine amount 


has been raised for the Kleins’ cause. Yet 
granting relief to those targeted for “re- 
habilitation” is becoming a monumen- 
tal task. As Samaritan’s Purse reported 
in April in a piece entitled “Persecution 
Against U.S. Christians On the Rise”: 


In Indiana, a small-town pizzeria 
owned by a Christian family closed its 
doors after receiving death and fire- 
bombing threats after the owner said 
in a television interview that he would 
not want to cater a gay wedding be- 
cause it would conflict with his faith. 

In New Mexico, the state Supreme 
Court ruled that a photographer could 
not refuse to shoot gay ceremonies 
— even though Elaine Photography 
owner Elaine Huguenin said that she 
would happily photograph gay cus- 
tomers, but her faith forbid her from 
doing so in a context that seemed to 
endorse same-sex matriage. 

In Washington state, a florist was 
sued for discrimination by the gov- 
ernment because she could not in 
good conscience create custom ar- 
rangements for a same-sex ceremony. 


It should be noted that this is unprecedented 
in American history. Government has long 
trumped freedom of association under the 
pretext that businesses, though privately 
owned, are nonetheless “public accommo- 


13 


ft »] 


STORY e)e08);33 
\3 .- 


AP Images 


I~ 


WN, 


Having their cake and eating your livelihood, too: It wasn’t enough that owners of the bakery 


Sweet Cakes by Melissa were forced to shut down after refusing to service a faux wedding — a 


judge also fined them $135,000. 


dations.” Yet what we’re seeing now is a 
huge step beyond: not merely forcing busi- 
nesses to serve certain classes of people, 
but forcing them to service certain types of 
events. The analogy has been drawn, almost 
to the point of hoariness, that the above 
examples are akin to compelling a Jewish 
or black businessman to service a Nazi or 
KKK affair. The reality is, of course, that 
no one would even consider such tyranny. 
Nor did it faze media, politicians, and activ- 
ists when pundit Steven Crowder produced 
a video earlier this year of Muslim bakers 
in Dearborn, Michigan, refusing to provide 
faux wedding cakes. But when Christians 
do it, they’re haters. 

And this double standard is everywhere. 


Just consider again the aforementioned 
ruling by the Ohio Supreme Court’s Board 
of Professional Conduct. Reporting on the 
consequences for judges “who stop per- 
forming all marriages to avoid marrying 
same-sex couples,” CBS News wrote that 
they “may be interpreted as biased and 
could be disqualified from any case where 
sexual orientation is an issue.” Yet who 
doesn’t have biases? (Note that unlike a 
“prejudice,” a “bias” can be positive, nega- 
tive, or neutral.) Did Judge Tonya Parker 
not exhibit a bias when refusing to per- 
form marriages in the name of homosex- 
ual activism? And what of Supreme Court 
justices Elena Kagan, an open lesbian, and 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg, both of whom of- 


Yet what we're seeing now is a huge step beyond: not 
merely forcing businesses to serve certain classes 

of people, but forcing them to service certain types 

of events. The analogy has been drawn, almost to 
the point of hoariness, that the above examples are 
akin to compelling a Jewish or black businessman to 


service a Nazi or KKK affair. 
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ficiated at faux weddings? Inferring bias, 
critics such as Representative Steve King 
(R-Iowa) say they should have recused 
themselves from the Obergefell case and 
suggest they could be impeached for not 
doing so. Liberals have, of course, scoffed 
at the notion, but is it substantially differ- 
ent from the Ohio board’s position? Put- 
ting their own biases aside when ruling 
on law — just calling balls and strikes, as 
Chief Justice John Roberts put it — is a 
challenge for all judges, not just a sub- 
set. It is quite possibly the most important 
part of their job and one that, as recent 
history illustrates, too many jurists are 
failing at miserably. So the scrutiny re- 
ceived by judges such as Vance Day is not 
due to their having that universal thing 
called “bias.” It’s due to their having that 
increasingly unfashionable thing called a 
Christian worldview. 


Putting Christians in Their Place 

This is why all the discussion about wheth- 
er Kim Davis is “breaking the law’ miss- 
es the deeper and more important point: 
What does it say about our civilization 
when laws and standards — or, at least, 
how the powers-that-be wish to interpret 
them — preclude authentic Christianity 
in the halls of government and the mar- 
ketplace? It says that while Justice David 
Josiah Brewer could write in an 1892 Su- 
preme Court ruling of “a volume of unof- 
ficial declarations” and “mass of organic 
utterances” stating “that this is a Christian 
nation,” it can no longer rightly be said. 
The once stigmatized is now valued, and 
the once valued is now stigmatized. 

This inversion of virtue and vice was 
predictable — and predicted. In their 1990 
book After the Ball: How America Will 
Conquer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the 
90%, homosexual activists Hunter Madsen 
and Marshall Kirk called for the valuing of 
homosexuality, prescribing a desensitiza- 
tion of Americans to homosexuality via a 
“continuous flood of gay-related advertis- 
ing,” a “conversion of the average Ameri- 
can’s emotions, mind, and will, through a 
planned psychological attack, in the form 
of propaganda fed to the nation via the 
media.” Furthermore, they said that once 
homosexuality was normalized, those who 
would “still feel compelled” to oppose it 
would be “‘cow[ed] and silence[d] ... as far 
as possible” and that if homosexual activists 
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Bias for me but not for thee? Justice Elena Kagan didn’t recuse herself from Obergefell 
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despite presiding over faux marriages. But is she any less biased than Christian judges 


opposed to faux marriage? 


can “produce a major realignment solidly in 
favour of gay rights, the intransigents (like 
the racists of twenty years ago) will eventu- 
ally be effectively silenced by both law and 
polite society.” 

And what do we see today? Christians 
called haters and bigots, hate-speech 
laws in most Western lands prohibiting 
criticism of homosexuality, and the sti- 
fling of dissent via economic pressure. 
And the homosexuality agenda is an 
ideal vehicle through which to devalue 
Christianity. Just consider, for instance, 
that the Catholic Church has defined 
teaching stating that same-sex attraction 
is “disordered” and homosexual acts are 
objectively evil. Moreover and contrary 
to what some may suppose, this teach- 
ing cannot change; even Pope Francis, 
whom the media has portrayed incor- 
rectly on the matter, has said as much. 
And, of course, any traditional Protes- 
tant will take the same position. 

And the folly of doing otherwise is eas- 
ily illustrated. What is one supposed to 
say? Adultery is a sin, fornication is a sin, 
self-gratification is a sin, watching por- 
nography is a sin, but homosexuality is ... 
what? A lifestyle choice, like living on a 
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houseboat? This is why I’ve often noted 
that the homosexuality activists aren’t 
asking for equal treatment, but preferen- 
tial treatment, and it is an untenable posi- 
tion. For accepting homosexual behavior 
isn’t just accepting homosexual behav- 
ior: It’s accepting the complete collapse 
of the Christian model (and this applies 
to certain other faiths as well) for man’s 
sexuality. This is just one reason why no 
faithful Christian can even consider ac- 
cepting homosexual behavior. 

And this is the reason Christianity can- 
not be valued if the homosexuality agen- 
da is. Once people accept that calling ho- 
mosexual behavior sinful is “hateful” and 
“bigoted,” they will consider Christianity 
a hateful religion. And “Voila!”: At this 
point you have successfully placed the 
faith and its churches in the same category 


as hate groups, such 


as the Nazis, Aryan 
CHRISTIANS 


Nations, or the Ku 
NEED NOT 
APPLY 


Klux Klan, and 
made them grist for 
the Southern Poverty 
Law Center’s Hate- 
Watch page. And 
this makes clear the 


economic persecution facing Christians. 
After all, what prospects does an open 
and avowed Nazi or Klan member have 
for getting a high-paying job? 

And what else lies ahead? Just as as- 
teroids have a trajectory that enables sci- 
entists to accurately predict their future 
location, a culture also has an observable 
trajectory. Should we remain on ours — 
and only powerful applications of en- 
ergy can alter a great body’s path — a 
further perversion of the “separation of 
church and state” myth may be used to 
completely exclude Christians from serv- 
ing in government; in this, Kim Davis’ 
plight is a portent of things to come. On 
the same basis, Christians may one day 
even be prohibited from voting or from 
receiving government benefits (after all, 
“religion mustn’t influence government,” 
and public money mustn’t fund religious 
entities). Far-fetched? Well, if you’d told 
people in 1954 that in a few generations 
homosexuality would be celebrated and 
Christians who opposed it castigated, 
they’d have called you crazy. 

But, of course, the story of man is 
quite crazy. This is why modern times 
have seen the murder of priests in 1920s 
Mexico and during the Spanish Civil War, 
and why Christians were regularly per- 
secuted under Marxist regimes and suf- 
fer in the Mideast and elsewhere today. 
In accordance with Jesus’ warning, “You 
shall be hated by all men for my name’s 
sake,” Christian persecution hasn’t been 
an anomaly in the annals of man but a re- 
curring theme. And what recurs the world 
over can occur anywhere — even over 
in our world. For as homosexuality and 
other un-Christian elements continue to 
be valued, Christianity will correspond- 
ingly be devalued. And, as the commu- 
nists and Romans proved, when this hap- 
pens enough, Christians may be thrown 
into gulags or the mouths of lions. After 
all, haters of humanity are fair game for 
most anything. 
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Obama Ramping Up the Rhetoric 


ON GUN CONTROL 


No one who has listened to Barack Obama likely has any 
doubt about the fact that he is anti-gun, but many likely don't 
realize the depth of his anti-gun sentiments and activity. 


by Bob Adelmann 


in public, he expressed opposition 

to the private ownership of guns by 
American citizens, and has been working 
ever since to limit that ownership with the 
goal of eliminating it altogether. 

In 1996, when Obama ran for the Illinois 
State Senate, he was asked if he supported 
legislation to “ban the manufacture, sale 
and possession of handguns.” He answered 
simply: “Yes.” He also wanted to ban “as- 
sault weapons” (semi-automatic firearms) 
and supported mandatory waiting periods, 
along with background checks, in order to 
make it more and more difficult for Ameri- 
cans to exercise their gun rights guaranteed 
by the Second Amendment. 

In his third term in the Illinois Senate, 
he supported a package of bills that would 
have limited the state’s citizens to buying 
only one handgun a month, while allow- 
ing civil liability lawsuits in the event of 
injury or death caused by handguns. 

In 2004, during his run for the U.S. Sen- 
ate, Obama said once again that he sup- 
ported mandatory background checks of 


if ver since Barack Obama first surfaced 
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buyers everywhere in the country: at gun 
shows, through the Internet, and in private 
face-to-face transactions. 

He’s always been a realist about just how 
much infringement he could manage, but 
he never backed away from trying: “While 
a complete ban on handguns is [at present] 
not politically practicable, I believe reason- 
able restrictions on the sale and possession 
of handguns are necessary to protect the 
public safety.” This from an alleged consti- 
tutional scholar, which document declares 
that “the right to keep and bear arms shall 
not be infringed.” It might appear that he 
studied the Constitution in order to figure 
out a way to work around, abrogate, and 
finally to eliminate that pesky limitation. 

Obama supported reinstating the Clin- 
ton-era gun ban that expired in 2004, 
claiming “that weapons that were de- 
signed for soldiers in war theaters don’t 
belong on our streets.” Of course, civil- 
ian semi-automatic weapons differ greatly 
from those designed for soldiers, and their 
increasing popularity among law-abiding 
citizens has greatly reduced violent crime, 
but Obama failed to mention this. 

In a questionnaire during his run for the 


In 1996, when running for the Illinois Senate, 
Barack Obama was asked if he supported 
legislation to “ban the manufacture, sale 

and possession of handguns?” Without 
hesitation, Obama said, “Yes.” Nothing has 
changed since then. 


Senate in 2004, Obama added: “I would 
support banning the sale of ammunition 
for assault weapons and limit the sale of 
ammunition for handguns.” 


Marking His Territory 
Once in Washington, Obama joined Sena- 
tor Ted Kennedy and 28 other senators in 
voting in favor of banning “armor-pierc- 
ing” ammunition, in the hopes that such a 
law would eventually lead to banning all 
ammunition. During his first term, Obama 
was distracted from his anti-gun agenda, 
but a secret internal Justice Department 
memo surfaced that echoed his ultimate 
goal: “In order to have an impact [on gun 
ownership], large-capacity magazine reg- 
ulation needs to sharply curtail their avail- 
ability, to include restrictions on importa- 
tion, manufacture, sale and possession.” 
Entering his second term, Obama 
ramped up his attack on the Second 
Amendment in ways that only an enemy 
of freedom would devise. First were his 
23 executive orders mandating that vari- 
ous government agencies explore ways to 
add relevant gun ownership data to a na- 
tional database; ordering his all-too-com- 
pliant Attorney General Eric Holder to 
“review” (i.e., expand) the categories of 
individuals prohibited from having a gun; 
ordering his Consumer Product Safety 
Commission to review (again, to expand) 
the safety standards for gun locks and gun 
safes; expanding federal law enforce- 
ment into state areas of responsibility in 
order to trace guns recovered in criminal 
investigations and then release a report 
on those traces; mandating “proper train- 
ing” for state law-enforcement officers, 
first responders, and school officials for 
active-shooter situations; mandate that 
the Centers for Disease Control study the 
causes of gun violence with an eye to- 
ward further federal restrictions on gun 
owners; and notifying doctors that their 
responsibilities under ObamaCare would 
include permission to quiz their patients 
about whether or not they owned guns at 
home. And that’s not even the entire list! 
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Following the horrific attack on innocent children at 
the Sandy Hook Elementary School in December 
2012, Obama could hardly wait to take advantage of 
whatever momentum might exist for more controls on 


gun ownership. 


Following the horrific attack on inno- 
cent children at the Sandy Hook Elemen- 
tary School in December 2012, Obama 
could hardly wait to take advantage of 
whatever momentum might exist for more 
controls on gun ownership by pushing 
ahead with more restrictions, especially 
federal background checks for every gun 
ownership transfer taking place in the 
country. As Emily Miller noted in her 
book Emily Gets Her Gun... But Obama 
Wants to Take Yours, 


Sources familiar with the machina- 
tions behind the failed anti-gun bills 
in April 2013 believe that Mr. Obama, 
Vice President Joseph Biden and New 
York Mayor Michael Bloomberg were 
in a rush to push the issue before the 
memory of Sandy Hook faded. 


When the legislation failed, Obama was 
“enraged,” according to Miller, claim- 
ing that it was a “pretty shameful day for 
Washington,” and promised that “this ef- 
fort is not over.” 

Obama ordered the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) 
to declare tighter restrictions on guns, 
and that anti-gun agency, which Jews for 
the Preservation of Firearms Ownership 
calls “The Gang” (producing a 90-minute 
film with that title in 2007), was only too 
happy to oblige. It tested the waters with 
its “green tip” ammo ban, which would 
have banned the popular M855 rifle am- 
munition, claiming that the ammunition is 
armor piercing and can be used in hand- 
guns, making it illegal under the Law En- 
forcement Officer Protection Act of 1986. 
Of course, that was a stalking horse: Once 
passed it would give the agency carte 
blanche to ban all other ammunition as 
well. When that ban went down in flames, 
it took with it the head of the ATF as well. 

Obama ordered the Social Security ad- 
ministration to use the same restrictions 
that the Veterans Administration was 


using to remove firearms from veterans 
whom it deemed “incapable” of managing 
their own financial affairs. At this writing 
resistance to this further incursion has kept 
his administration from moving forward 
with that outrage. 

There are rumors of measures afoot 
that would soon require gun owners 
to carry liability insurance and to limit 
homeowners coverage where a home- 
owner has “excessive” amounts of am- 
munition stored there. 


Lying and Waiting 

There is the continuing use of what the 
NRA calls “weird science” by Obama and 
his enablers to build a case for more gun 
restrictions using faulty and incomplete 
data. As Chris Cox, the NRA’s executive 
director, explains: 


Their model is a simple one. 

Step one, build the “evidence” 
that gun control is necessary through 
clever manipulation of data. 


» 
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Step two, relentlessly expose the 
American people to such “evidence” 
through the media. The facts don’t 
matter. Just keep pushing the lies 
until they become the new reality. 


One example is that of the Violence Pol- 
icy Center (VPC), led by anti-gunner Joe 
Sugarmann, which claims that guns aren’t 
used all that much in situations of self-de- 
fense, and so restrictions on ownership are 
in order. This flies in the face of evidence 
from researchers such as Gary Kleck, who 
proved years ago that there are an estimat- 
ed 2.5 million defensive gun uses (DGUs) 
every year in the United States. This was 
confirmed by the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, which admit- 
ted in 2013 that DGUs number between 
500,000 and three million annually. The 
VPC, however, continues to stick with its 
own calculation: In 2012, there were only 
258 “justifiable homicides” in the United 
States. 

And then there is the deeply flawed 
anti-gun study, “Firearm Prevalence and 
Homicides of Law Enforcement Officials 
in the United States,” widely touted as le- 
gitimate by the compliant national media. 
The study claimed that more police of- 
ficers were being murdered in states 
where gun ownership was the highest, 
when overwhelming evidence exists to 
the contrary: that violence against police 


Despite pressure from Obama and support from the mainstream media, legislation for background 
checks, which wouldn’t have prevented the Newtown shooting, failed to pass Congress. 
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has been declining enormously at 
the same time that gun ownership 
has been increasing. 

The media has been willingly 
compliant in promoting Obama’s 
anti-gun agenda. As Emily Miller 
pointed out in her book, following 
the Sandy Hook massacre, “The 
media went wall-to-wall with cov- 
erage from Connecticut for weeks”: 


The big three broadcast net- 
works — ABC, NBC, and CBS 
—ran 216 segments on gun pol- 
icy on their evening and morn- 
ing shows in the month after 
the December 2012 Newtown 
shooting, according to a Media 
Research Center study. Of these, 
the stories advocating more gun 
control outnumbered stories fea- 
turing opposition to new restric- 
tions by a ratio of 8 to 1. CBS 
was the most biased with a 22- 
to-1 ratio of gun control to gun- 
rights stories. 


Helping along is the United Na- 
tions and its small-arms control 
treaty. From the United Nations 
Office of Disarmament Affairs 
came the summary of its “Disarmament 
Commission” meeting in June, 2013: 
seven steps to complete and total world- 
wide disarmament of every living soul 
so that they all may live in peace. Here is 
the language from steps number six and 
seven: 


6. Finally, codification of laws to 
completely make any and all fire- 
arms illegal to own, possess or use, 
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Mandatory gun buybacks such as the one in Australia have 
little chance of succeeding here in the United States simply 
because it would require the forcible removal of between 60 and 
105 million firearms from their lawful owners. 


of international transfers of conven- 
tional arms that will be used to carry 
out the world’s worst crimes. 

This is about keeping Americans 
safe and keeping America strong. 
This treaty will not diminish any- 
one’s freedom. In fact, the treaty 
recognizes the freedom of both indi- 
viduals and states to obtain, possess, 
and use arms for legitimate purposes. 


outside of military and law enforce- 
ment usage. 

7. Creation of a United Nations 
Police Taskforce with the specific 
mission of assisting member nations 
with the collection of weaponry from 
civilian hands. [Emphasis added. ] 


On August 26, Obama henchman John 
Kerry signed the UN gun ban treaty while 
lying about its real intent: 


This is about keeping weapons out of 


the hands of terrorists and rogue ac- 
tors. This is about reducing the risk 
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A fifth-grader could parse the falsehood 
by simply asking “Who would define 
those ‘legitimate purposes’?” 

Frustrated with his lack of success in se- 
verely limiting gun ownership of law-abid- 
ing Americans, Obama and his friends in 
the media are trying still another tactic: let’s 
emulate Australia. A year ago Obama said: 


A couple of decades ago, Austra- 
lia had a mass shooting, similar to 
Columbine or Newtown. And Aus- 
tralia just said, Well, that’s it, we’re 
not doing ... we’re not seeing that 
again, and basically imposed very 


severe, tough gun laws, and 
they haven’t had a mass shoot- 
ing since. 

Our levels of gun violence 
are off the charts. There’s no 
advanced, developed country 
that would put up with this. 


On Monday, June 22 the president 
reiterated the proposal: 


It was just so shocking [that 
Australia] said, “Well, we’re 
going to completely change our 
gun laws,” and they did. And it 
[a mass shooting] hasn’t hap- 
pened since. 


This refrain was predictably 
picked up and endlessly re- 
peated in articles appearing at 
CNN, USA Today, ABC News, 
Slate, the Washington Post, and 
the Christian Science Monitor. 
Also predictably missing was 
any mention that Australia’s gun 
laws included mandatory gun 
buybacks. Funded by a special 
tax, Australia succeeded in con- 
fiscating between 650,000 and a 
million of Australians’ estimated 
three million firearms. 

Anti-gun Senator Dianne Feinstein (D- 
Calif.) said in 2012 that she is “looking at 
a [compulsory] buy-back program,” noting 
that “this is a work in progress so these are 
ideas in development.” New York Governor 
Mario Cuomo said that “confiscation could 
be an option ... a mandatory sale to the state 
could be an option.” 


Say He Was Successful 

But when New York and Connecticut 
passed laws just requiring registration of 
all firearms, compliance with those laws 
was dismal, with millions ignoring them. 
As Bob Owens, writing at his Bearing 
Arms blog, explained: 


New York and Connecticut authori- 
ties so far have shown no inclination 


to enforce their laws by going door 
to door to round up unregistered guns 
and arrest their owners. 

But that’s what would be neces- 
sary to enforce the law. 

A federal law [mandating gun 
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This was confirmed by the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, which admitted in 2013 that 
defensive gun uses number between 500,000 and 


three million annually. 


confiscation] would require sweep- 
ing, national police action involving 
thousands of lawmen and affecting 
tens of millions of people. 

If proponents of gun control are se- 
rious about getting guns out of Ameri- 
cans’ hands, someone will have to take 
those guns out of Americans’ hands. 


In a remarkably prescient and carefully 
crafted response to such suggestions, 
Varad Mehta, a noted American history 
scholar writing at The Federalist, pointed 
out the folly and the dangers of such an 
effort if it were to be attempted: 


America as there are people: 310 mil- 
lion of both in 2009. A fifth to a third 
would be between 60 and 105 million 
guns. To achieve in America what was 
done in Australia, in other words, the 
government would have to confiscate 
as many as 105 million firearms... 

How do you take 60 to 105 mil- 
lion firearms from 105 to 160 million 
Americans? The answer to that ques- 
tion is the answer to the question of 
whether the Australian example [pro- 
posed by Obama and promoted by 
the media] is really valid for America 
after all. 


Gun confiscation is not happening 
in the United States any time soon. 
But let’s suppose it did. How would 
it work? 

Australia’s program netted, at the 
low end, 650,000 guns, and at the high 
end, a million. That was approximately 
a fifth to a third of Australian firearms. 

There are about as many guns in 


MILLIONS 
OF GUN 
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HURT 
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It didn’t work when King George tried to 
confiscate firearms from American colo- 
nialists, and it’s not going to work now. 
Added Mehta: 


Let there be no doubt. Gun confisca- 
tion would have to be administered 
by force of arms. I do not expect that 
those who dismissed their fellow citi- 


r 
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zens for clinging bitterly to their guns 
are so naive that they imagine these 
people will suddenly cease their bit- 
ter clinging when some nice young 
man knocks on their door and says, 
“Hello, I’m from the government and 
I’m here to take your guns.” 

Yet only a militarized police could 
enforce an Australian gun-control 
scheme in the United States. 

To take arms from men requires 
men with arms. There’s no other way 
to do it... 

Make no mistake, armed rebellion 
would be the consequence. Armed 
men would be dispatched to con- 
fiscate guns, they would be met by 
armed men, and blood would be shed. 

Australia is a valid example for 
America only if you are willing for 
that blood to be spilled in torrents 
and rivers. 

To choose Australia is to choose 
civil war. 


Mehta didn’t answer the question: Just 
how many police, military, and UN foot 
soldiers are present in today’s world? If 
every last one were recruited to go door 
to door to enforce Obama’s “Australian” 
scheme, just how many would that be? 
There are presently an estimated 1.1 mil- 
lion law-enforcement officers in the Unit- 
ed States, and 1.4 million U.S. military 
personnel (globally), plus another 123,000 
UN “peacekeepers,” for a total of 2.6 mil- 
lion. This, compared to 105 to 160 million 
Americans determined to keep their fire- 
arms? Just how would that work, exactly? 
As Mehta concluded: 


Obama would love to ban your guns, 
and by advocating the Australian 
model, [he] is clearly comfortable 
with the idea of forced confiscation. 

He’s also smart enough to know 
that if he attempted to implement it, 
the federal government itself would 
likely fall. 


This is just one more reason why the Sec- 
ond Amendment is considered by so many 
to be the “anchor” amendment: the one 
that insures all the others. And the one that 


continues to present an insurmountable 
bulwark against plans of totalitarians like 
Obama to abrogate it. Hi 


Gun-control laws are targeted at law-abiding American gun owners, instead of criminal offenders 
who simply ignore them. But to the gun-grabbers, this essential truth doesn’t matter in their drive 
to rid the country of all firearms. 
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IN AFRICAN UNION, 
Globalist Agenda Becomes Clear 


The United States, the EU, and Communist China are all 
funding the goal of a single African government, similar 
to the EU. 


Obama, seen here giving a speech this summer at the African Union’s Communist Chinese-built 
headquarters in Ethiopia, is also a major supporter of regional governance in Africa. 


by Alex Newman 


he continent of Africa is being 
unified economically and politi- 
cally under an EU-style continen- 
tal regime beyond the reach of citizens. 
Known formally as the “African Union,” 
the plot to eliminate national sovereignty 
and what little self-government exists on 
the continent has been in full swing in 
recent years. And the entire integration 
agenda is, in fact, being supported and 
financed by the Obama administration, 
the European Union, and the communist 
dictatorship ruling mainland China. None 
of those powers have the interests of Af- 
ricans in mind. 

Similar “regionalization” plots are 
under way across Latin America, Eurasia, 
Europe, Southeast Asia, the Middle East, 
and even North America. The most ad- 
vanced is the EU, which is an outgrowth of 
what was supposed to be a Common Mar- 
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ket; another example is NAFTA, which is 
intended to follow the Common Market- 
EU trajectory. 

All of the regional “union” regimes are 
being created by and for the benefit of glob- 
alists who claim they are working for “free 
trade” while building their transnational 
bureaucracies. And ultimately, the endgame 
involves bringing all of the “regions” into a 
single global system, as countless globalists 
have made perfectly clear. In Africa’s de- 
velopments, there are many lessons to learn 
for those who wish to understand the “New 
World Order’ being imposed on humanity, 
and the deceptive process through which it 
is occurring. 

The road to a regional regime in Africa 
has begun much as it did in Europe — by 
using deception to erect transnational gov- 
ernmental institutions under the guise of 
“peace,” “free trade,” and “prosperity.” THE 
New AMERICAN documented this scheming, 
and the players involved, in an in-depth Au- 


gust 20, 2013 article headlined “The EU: 
Regionalization Trumps Sovereignty.” 
Interestingly, though, what is happening 
in Africa, different in some ways than the 
“European project,” provides insight into, 
among other schemes, how the various 
“regions” of the world will be subsumed 
under an even more powerful outfit on top. 
In Africa, owing to a lack of infrastructure 
and communications, unifying the entire 
continent all at once is simply not practi- 
cal. So, globalist planners — both from 
the “West” and from the “East” — are 
making use of sub-regional governments 
that will eventually all be merged under 
the emerging single African regime. A 
perfect illustration of this phenomenon 
can be found in an examination of the 
emerging “Tripartite Free Trade Area.” 
The “TFTA” regime, as it is being 
dubbed, aims to “integrate” three “African 
regional economic communities” (RECs) 
into a “free trade” area stretching from 
Cape Town, South Africa, to Cairo, Egypt. 
The bloc will include the sub-regional 
regimes known as the “Southern Afri- 
can Development Community” (SADC), 
the “East African Community” (EAC), 
and the “Common Market for Eastern 
and Southern Africa” (COMESA). Once 
completed, the project aims to effectively 
abolish national borders, putting some 600 
million people and over $1 trillion worth 
of economic activity under the rule of su- 
pranational institutions, as we shall show. 
Eventually, Africa’s other sub-regional 
regimes — at least five more are “rec- 
ognized” by the African Union, which is 
fully behind the TFTA and all of the sub- 
regional regimes — are also expected to 
join in, thereby unifying the continent 
under a single mechanism for “econom- 
ic governance.” To help bring about this 
continental union, in early September, the 
United Nations even launched “training” 
for African officials on how to negotiate 
and implement the “trade” regime being 
designed for them by globalist powerhous- 
es in Europe, North America, and Asia. 
Globalists celebrated the possibilities. 
The scheme will demand “real political 
will from regional and national policymak- 
ers,” explained Soamiely Andriamanan- 
jara at George Washington University 
in a piece for the left-leaning Brookings 
Institution, a globalist think tank. But it 
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will not stop there. “Indeed, 
the deal is expected to be the 
launching pad for the estab- 
lishment of the even more 
ambitious Continental Free 
Trade Area that is expected 
to cover all of Africa,” An- 
driamananjara added. “In the 
process, the launch has dem- 
onstrated the possibility of 
collective action among 26 
very heterogeneous nations 
(e.g., with GDP per capita 
ranging from the Seychelles’ 
almost $16,000 to Burundi’s 
$270) and shows the feasi- 
bility of harmonizing three 
very different preferential 
trade regimes into one uni- 
fied scheme.” 


The Bigger Picture 

That, in essence, is what 
globalist forces eventu- 
ally hope to do to the entire 
world. Once national gov- 
ernments worldwide finish 
surrendering their sover- 
eignty to regional regimes 
— the EU, the AU, Vladimir 
Putin’s Eurasion Union, the 
Union of South American 
States (UNASUR or UN- 
ASUL), the North Ameri- 
can Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations (ASEAN), the Middle-East 
Union, and more — all of the regional 
blocs will be subsumed under a single 
global authority. 

None of this is a secret, and those in- 
volved in the agenda have openly boasted 
of their machinations. “The contemporary 
quest for world order [world government] 
will require a coherent strategy to establish 
a concept of order [regional government] 
within the various regions and to relate 


Radical African Union Chairperson Nkosazana Diamini-Zuma, a Beijing 
loyalist, meets Communist Chinese dictator Xi Jinping, a key booster and 
financier of the regional African government. 


these regional orders [governments] to one 
another,” explained senior globalist Henry 
Kissinger in his latest book, World Order. 
Of course, in Africa, that process is sim- 
pler in many ways than in regions such as 
Europe. That is because most of the “na- 
tions” of Africa today are artificial anyway 
— the borders were largely drawn arbi- 
trarily by European powers with no regard 
for the pre-existing tribes, people groups, 
and nations that already existed on the con- 
tinent. Just the “nation” of Nigeria, for ex- 


Most of the “nations” of Africa today are artificial 


anyway — the borders were largely drawn arbitrarily 
by European powers with no regard for the pre- 
existing tribes, people groups, and nations that 
already existed on the continent. 
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ample, contains more than 
250 distinct ethnic tribes, 
many of which were war- 
ring with each other long 
before Europeans arrived 
and created “Nigeria.” As 
such, Africans, at least 
generally speaking, have 
little loyalty to the concept 
of “nationhood” as defined 
for them by Europeans, so 
the idea of losing an ab- 
stract concept such as “na- 
tional sovereignty” means 
little. Self-government, 
meanwhile, has been a rar- 
ity across most of Africa 
for centuries, outside of 
perhaps tribal governance 
structures. 

So what type of “union” 
are Africa’s globalist- 
backed “leaders” imposing 
on the peoples of Africa? A 
brief look at the AU’s his- 
tory provides some clues 
— as does a look at its 
leadership and the forces 
behind the project. 

First the history. The 
first attempt at creating 
a single political regime 
to rule over Africa was 
hatched in Europe by 
colonial powers. Due to 
rivalry for colonies by major European 
powers, each of which wanted colonies, 
the efforts failed. Later, various attempts 
were made in the form of, among others, 
the Soviet-backed Union of African States, 
the Organization of African Unity (OAV), 
and finally, in 1981, the emergence of the 
African Economic Community — simi- 
lar in purpose to the European Economic 
Community that was used to trick Euro- 
peans into surrendering their own national 
sovereignty under the guise of “trade.” By 
1999, brutal Libyan dictator Moammar 
Gadhafi convened his fellow African rul- 
ers in Sirte to officially replace the OAU 
with the African Union. The AU was for- 
mally born in 2002. 


An Open Secret 

Today, globalist and communist forces and 
their African puppet regimes hardly bother 
to conceal the ultimate agenda — or its 
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totalitarian nature. Consider the AU’s cur- 
rent leadership. The chairperson of the AU 
Commission, for example, is Nkosazana 
Dlamini-Zuma, the ex-wife of South Afri- 
ca’s polygamist totalitarian ruler and a key 
leader within the Marxist-Leninist African 
National Congress (ANC) that rules South 
Africa in an alliance with the Communist 
Party. Most recently, under her leadership, 
the ANC’s international relations team cel- 
ebrated the “post-Western” “new world 
order,” along with “the exemplary role 
of the collective leadership of the Com- 
munist Party of China.” The brutal mass- 
murdering regime in Beijing “should be 
a guiding lodestar of our own struggle,” 
Dlamini-Zuma’s team said in a recently 
released official ANC policy document. 
In 2012, speaking at the Socialist Interna- 
tional congress, she said the United Na- 
tions was “the greatest collective achieve- 
ment of human kind.” 

Also leading the AU today is ruthless 
Marxist dictator Robert Mugabe of Zim- 
babwe — among the most brutal tyrants 
on a planet and a continent packed with 
despots. The genocidal tyrant, brought 
to power with help from U.S. President 
Jimmy Carter and the regime enslaving 
North Korea, among others, was selected 
by his comrades ruling Africa to serve as 
“chairman” of the broader AU for 2015. 

While much of the world was horrified 
by the news, fellow African rulers and even 
UN boss Ban Ki-moon were celebrating the 


power transfer in Ethiopia’s Addis Ababa. 
The Zimbabwean tyrant said “climate 
change,” “development,” attacking Israel, 
“terrorism,” “gender equality,’ and more 
would be among his top priorities as chief 
of the continental regime. The “former” ter- 
rorist even touted his ethnic cleansing and 
thievery masquerading as “land reform” as 
a model for Africa and the AU under his 
leadership. Previous AU chairs have in- 
cluded Gadhafi, along with numerous other 
communist and Islamist tyrants. 

A look at the forces backing and fi- 
nancing the imposition of an unaccount- 
able, unelected continental regime on Af- 
ricans also reveals a great deal. Consider, 
for example, that the murderous regime 
in Beijing financed the entire construc- 
tion of the AU’s headquarters in Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia. Perhaps by mere ap- 
propriate coincidence, the $200 million 
building was built on the site of a former 
maximum-security prison. 

In 2012, the Communist Chinese regime 
pledged $100 million in funding through 
2015 to the AU — a massive sum amount- 
ing to almost 10 percent of the entire TFTA 
regime’s GDP and more than a third of the 
AU’s annual budget. “The people of China 
and Africa are good friends, good partners 
and good brothers,” senior Communist Chi- 
nese official Jia Qinglin told African lead- 
ers while announcing the lavish funding for 
African integration. “Our friendship is as 
solid as the towering Mount Kilimanjaro 


here south of Mogadishu in Somalia, deployed across various nations. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


AP images 


and as vibrant as the Yangtze River and the 
Yellow River.” Beijing still provides much 
of the AU’s funding. 

But contrary to the bogus narrative 
peddled in the establishment press sug- 
gesting that Communist China and the 
West are “competing” over “resources” 
in Africa, in reality, Western globalists 
and Chinese communists are pursuing 
precisely the same agenda: forcing all 
Africans to live under a globalist-con- 
trolled continental regime. Just this sum- 
mer, Obama was in Africa celebrating 
the AU and giving a keynote speech in 
its Communist Chinese-built headquar- 
ters in a hall named after Soviet-backed 
Communist Party and ANC leader Nel- 
son Mandela. “The choices made today 
will shape the trajectory of Africa for 
decades to come,” Obama said. “As you 
build the Africa you believe in, you will 
have no better partner and friend than the 
United States of America.” He who pays 
the piper calls the tune. 

AU leaders such as Dlamini-Zuma, 
whose ANC international team recently 
blasted “U.S.-led Western imperialism” 
against “progressive” governments, such 
as the socialist regime enslaving Venezu- 
ela, said in a statement that Obama’s visit 
was “another concrete step to broaden and 
deepen the relationship between the AU 
and the US.” Obama is also using U.S. tax- 
payer resources for everything from dras- 
tically boosting the AU’s military forces 
to foisting “green” and pro-homosexuality 
policies on the continent. 

The EU, itself a secret project of glob- 
alists in the United States and Europe, is 
also providing lavish funding for the AU 
under various schemes. Just one of them, 
the “Africa-EU Partnership,” with its slo- 
gan “2 UNIONS, | VISION,” provides 
hundreds of millions of dollars in funding 
from European taxpayers to finance the 
imposition of the AU on Africans. The EU 
is also “supporting the Tripartite [TFTA] 
integration process by providing fund- 
ing through the 10th European Develop- 
ment Fund for the negotiations and for the 
Project Preparation and Implementation 
Unit,” a briefing document by the EU’s 
pseudo-Parliament explained. 

In fact, the EU boasts that the AU is 
mostly funded by European taxpayers, 
notwithstanding the heavy funding the 
AU receives from Beijing. “The Euro- 


23 


WORLD 


pean Union collectively (EU and Member 
States) is the biggest contributor to the AU 
Commission, supporting more than 80% 
of its programme budget,” the EU Com- 
mission boasted in an April 2015 press re- 
lease. “The EU has been supporting con- 
tinental integration efforts in Africa over 
the years. This includes an allocation of 
€1.6 billion for the African Peace Facility 
which is the main source that funds A fri- 
can peace and security efforts.” The EU 
Commission’s “Pan-African instrument 
in 2014,” meanwhile, will provide more 
than a $1 billion to fund integration, abol- 
ishing African borders, climate alarmism, 
and more. 


Putting Together the Puzzle 

Where is it all going? Speaking in 2012 
at the annual World Economic Forum in 
Davos, Switzerland, for globalist billion- 
aires, South African President Jacob Zuma, 
who regularly sings songs advocating 
genocide of the European-descent minor- 
ity, demanded, among other schemes, that 
people be allowed to move freely across 


Henry Kissinger with 
Nelson Mandela, 1994 


borders in Africa. Other totalitarian-mind- 
ed rulers echoed the globalist rhetoric, and 
noted that the dictatorship in China was al- 
ready helping. Ethiopian “Prime Minister” 
Meles Zenawi, for example, echoed calls 
by another African ruler for creating “pan- 
African” government ministries and noted 
that some continental policy was already 
being handled by AU agencies. “Capacity 
building is already happening across Af- 
rica, with many partners involved, includ- 
ing India and China,” he said. However, he 
also warned that “we cannot wish a com- 
mon African government into existence,” 
and that the integration process for getting 
that common African government would 
not be fast or easy. 

Today, the AU is openly working to- 
ward the creation of a single fiat currency 
run by a single European Central Bank- 
style “African Central Bank.” Several 
“regional” currencies already exist among 
the myriad sub-regional regimes on the 
continent. But eventually, perhaps as soon 
as a decade from now if current timelines 
hold, those will be replaced with the A fri- 
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Former U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, an advocate for a “New World Order,” explained 
in his latest book that the path to world order requires African Union-style regionalization first. 
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can Single Currency issued by the African 
Central Bank. 

The AU’s self-styled “Pan-African 
Parliament” held its first session in 2004 
and is set to receive “full legislative 
powers” in the not-too-distant future. A 
widely ridiculed continental “Court of 
Justice” also exists already. The AU even 
now has military forces under its com- 
mand, generally deployed on UN-backed 
“peacekeeping” missions across the 
continent plagued by scandal, rape, and 
murder. Similar to the various economic 
master plans of communist dictatorships, 
the AU also has its “Agenda 2063 Frame- 
work” and the “10-year implementation 
plan” supposedly aimed at bringing about 
“Africa’s vision for prosperity, integra- 
tion, and peace.” In reality, it will being 
continental tyranny. 

Despite the nice-sounding platitudes, 
the globalist and communist forces be- 
hind the AU do not have Africans’ well- 
being in mind, any more than the forces 
behind the EU had Europeans’ interests 
in mind when deceiving them into sur- 
rendering their national sovereignty and 
right to self-government to unaccount- 
able transnational institutions. Actions by 
the EU, the UN, and the World Bank in 
Africa make that abundantly clear, such 
as brutally uprooting villages and tribes to 
make way for trees to profit off “carbon 
credits,” UN peace forces raping children 
and slaughtering protesters, backing ji- 
hadists in Libya who went on to ethnically 
cleanse blacks from the nation, imposing 
strict population control regimes, lacing 
UN vaccines with sterilizing agents, etc. 

The result in Africa will be the same 
as what is now happening in Europe, too: 
centralization of power, loss of freedom, 
social engineering, and rule by bureau- 
cratic decree. The same process is being 
used around the world in every “region” 
on the planet. And the ultimate goal has 
nothing to do with “peace,” “security,” 
or “prosperity,” as proponents falsely 
argue in their slick marketing materi- 
als. Instead, the goal is regional govern- 
ment leading to world government. A fri- 
cans, Europeans, Americans, and people 
around the world would be wise to real- 
ize what is taking place — and put a stop 
to it. The alternative, the much-hyped 
“New World Order,” will be a nightmare 
for all but those at the very top. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ OCTOBER 5, 2015 


The N 


BBA 
re 


a | 


Con-Con 


A Balanced Budget Amendment Article V convention would be 
a threat to the Constitution because of its inherent power to 
be a runaway convention, and the tendency of a BBA to move 
our nation from a republic to a democracy. 


by Larry Greenley 


[President Wilson] began to speak 
of a flexible or fluid constitution in 
contradistinction to a rigid one. He 
thought that constitutions changed 
without the text being altered, and 
cited our own as an example. 
— Recorded by Colonel E.M. House, 
November 7, 1914, 
The Intimate Papers of Colonel House, 
1926 


onstitutionalists have long criticized 
the widely held viewpoint that we 


have a “living Constitution,” one 
that must be interpreted in ever-changing 
ways in response to changing political 
opinions. The above quote from 1914 
shows that progressive Democratic Presi- 
dent Woodrow Wilson already believed 
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in a “living Constitution” a century ago. 
Since they first met in 1911, House had 
become Wilson’s closest advisor. Wilson 
had even made this surprisingly over-the- 
top comment: “Mr. House is my second 
personality. He is my independent self. 
His thoughts and mine are one.” 

A little over a month earlier, on Sep- 
tember 28, 1914, Wilson had expressed 
a similar thought about the Constitution 
to his trusted confidant, Colonel House: 
“[Wilson] thinks our form of government 
can be changed by personal leadership.” 
However, this time House had expressed 
his viewpoint, saying: “But I thought the 
Constitution should be altered, for no mat- 
ter how great a leader a man was, I could 
see situations that would block him unless 
the Constitution was modified.” 

This was a very astute assessment by 
Colonel House. Sure enough, here we are 
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a century later with a federal government 
raging out of control owing to the wide- 
spread disregard for the Constitution’s 
original meaning by elected officials 
over the past century or more. And sure 
enough, as predicted by Colonel House, 
a rising bloc of conservatives is attempt- 
ing to use the Constitution to rein in the 
federal government. 

However, there is a prominent split in 
conservative ranks over how to use the 
Constitution to accomplish this. On one 
hand there are The John Birch Society and 
many other constitutionalist organizations 
and individuals who advocate reining in the 
federal government by working to educate 
and inform sufficient numbers of voters so 
that enough representatives will be nomi- 
nated and elected who will vote to bring the 
federal government back into compliance 
with the Constitution. Of course, this is a 
very hard task and would take many years 
of hard work by grassroots activists under 
sound educational leadership. 

Still, the creation of an informed elec- 
torate appears to be the only way to ensure 
that our elected officials really honor their 
oaths to support and defend our Constitu- 
tion, or any revised constitution produced 
by one or more Article V conventions for 
that matter. 

On the other hand, there are a large 
number of organizations that advocate 
reining in the federal government by 
changing the Constitution via one or more 
Article V conventions (aka constitutional 
conventions, Con-Cons, conventions of 
the states, etc.). In our situation where the 
three branches of the federal government 
— executive, legislative, and judicial — 
are already routinely failing to adhere to 
the Constitution, merely changing an al- 
ready ignored Constitution without creat- 
ing the informed electorate to enforce it 
doesn’t provide much hope. 

In “The Solution Is the Constitution, Not 
Article V” published in THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, March 9, 2015 (available at The- 
NewAmerican.com), this author presented 
three arguments against calling an Article 
V constitutional convention regardless of 
the claimed purpose: The Constitution is 
not the problem; all Article V conventions 
would have the inherent power to be run- 
away conventions; and an Article V conven- 
tion would enable powerful special interests 
to revise the Constitution in their favor. 
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Here you have evidence for one of the main reasons 


why a BBA would be inadequate for reining in our 
out-of-compliance-with-the-Constitution Zovernment. 
From the beginning, the BBA movement has only 
sought to constrain the size and growth of the federal 


government in general. 


Please see that article for more informa- 
tion regarding the details of the arguments. 

In this article we focus on the long- 
standing initiative to propose a Balanced 
Budget Amendment (BBA) via an Article 
V convention. And we will maintain not 
only that a BBA Con-Con is a bad idea be- 
cause all Con-Cons are a bad idea, but also 
that a BBA Con-Con is a bad idea because 
a BBA is a bad idea in itself. 


The Resurgent BBA Con-Con Drive 

The previous high-water mark of 32 state 
applications for a constitutional con- 
vention to propose a Balanced Budget 
Amendment in 1983 is being approached 
again, as 27 states are now on record as ap- 
plying to Congress for such a convention. 

Back in 1983, Missouri became the 
32nd state to apply for a BBA Article V 
convention. Which meant that advocates 
needed only two more state applications 
to reach the 34 (two-thirds) states required 
by Article V. 

After that, the BBA Con-Con move- 
ment hit a dry spell in the years from 1983 
to 1988, with no new applications. Then, 
during the period 1988 to 2014, 15 states 
rescinded (canceled) their Con-Con appli- 
cations, reducing the number of states with 
“live” BBA Con-Con applications to 17. 

However, from 2011 to 2015 eight states 
that had formerly rescinded their applica- 
tions, reapplied for a BBA Article V con- 
vention, which when combined with Ohio 
and Michigan making their initial BBA 
convention applications in 2013 and 2014 
respectively, makes a new total of 27 states 
with “live” BBA Con-Con applications as 
of September 2015. That means that propo- 
nents of a BBA Con-Con need only seven 
more states to get to the 34 required for 
calling a constitutional convention. 

The 23 states that don’t currently have a 
“live” BBA Con-Con application are Arizo- 
na, California, Connecticut, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Illinois, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, 
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Minnesota, Montana, Nevada, New Jersey, 
New York, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Is- 
land, South Carolina, Virginia, Washington, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Of course, most of the liberal states 
among these 23 will not be approving BBA 
Article V convention applications anytime 
soon; however, within the 23 states listed 
above, there are 13 states that are being es- 
pecially targeted by BBA Con-Con advo- 
cates. They are Arizona, Idaho, Kentucky, 
Maine, Minnesota, Montana, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, Virginia, Washington, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 
(See map below.) 


History of the BBA Con-Con Movement 
First, let’s review a bit of historical back- 
ground. Far from being a “new idea,” bills 
proposing a Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment began to be introduced in Congress 
at least as far back as the 1930s. Then in 
1969, a new group was formed that has 
played an important role in promoting 
the BBA concept. Here’s how University 
of Akron professor David E. Kyvig de- 
scribed this new group in his Fall/Winter 
1995 Akron Law Review article, “Refin- 
ing or Resisting Modern Government? 
The Balanced Budget Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution”: 
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In 1969 a group of libertarians, un- 
happy with recent developments in 
particular but philosophically op- 
posed to government in general, 
formed the National Taxpayers 
Union.... The Union embraced a bal- 
anced budget amendment as a means 
of shrinking the federal government. 


In the above quote, Professor Kyvig re- 
veals something very important about the 
National Taxpayers Union (NTU). He 
characterizes it as “a group of libertarians 
... philosophically opposed to govern- 
ment in general.” And he added that they 
“embraced a balanced budget amendment 
as a means of shrinking the federal gov- 
ernment.” Then, as now, BBA promoters 
failed to address the key factor causing 
the unbalanced spending they proposed to 
solve. That factor, of course, is unconsti- 
tutional spending. 

Here you have evidence for one of the 
main reasons why a BBA would be inad- 
equate for reining in our out-of-compli- 
ance-with-the-Constitution government. 
From the beginning, the BBA movement 
has only sought to constrain the size and 
growth of the federal government in gen- 
eral. The BBA movement has never been 
about bringing the federal government back 
into compliance with the enumerated pow- 
ers granted to Congress in Article I, Section 
8, and with the other powers granted to the 
three branches of the federal government 
scattered throughout the Constitution. 

Then, according to Professor Kyvig, in 
1975 Lewis Uhler founded the National 
Tax Limitation Committee (NTLC), which 
within a few years had enlisted prominent 
economists Milton Friedman and William 
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EPA Administrator Michael Leavitt addresses members of ALEC in 2004. ALEC has been the 
most prominent organization behind the BBA Article V convention movement. 


Niskanen in the cause. As with the NTU, 
the NTLC promoted a BBA as a way to 
limit the growth of the federal govern- 
ment in general. Once again, bringing the 
federal government back into compliance 
with the powers granted to it by the Con- 
stitution was never in the picture. 

The NTLC website makes this crystal 
clear in its mission statement: “To provide 
national leadership to achieve the optimal 
size and functions of government and pro- 
mote candidates and initiatives that sup- 
port these goals.” 

There’s not a mention of the Constitu- 
tion in the NTLC mission statement. 

We’ve been discussing two of the most 
important groups (NTU and NTLC) be- 
hind convincing Congress to propose a 
BBA. Since Congress has never proposed 
a BBA, these two groups have also vigor- 
ously supported getting 34 states to apply 
to Congress for a convention to propose 
a BBA. However, the most prominent or- 
ganization behind the BBA Article V con- 
vention movement over the past several 
decades has been the American Legisla- 
tive Exchange Council (ALEC). 

According to its website, ALEC was 
formed more than 40 years ago when a 
small number of state legislators and pol- 
icy advocates met “who shared a common 
belief in limited government, free markets, 
federalism, and individual liberty.” Al- 
though sharing a belief in “limited govern- 
ment, free markets, federalism, and individ- 
ual liberty” is a good thing, what’s lacking 
from ALEC’s approach is any commitment 
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to bringing the government back into com- 
pliance with the Constitution. 

In a letter to ALEC members, dated 
June 27, 1978, ALEC chairman Louis 
“Woody” Jenkins proudly pointed out that 
ALEC and the NTLC had cosponsored the 
National Conference on Tax Limitation 
and Fiscal Responsibility in May that year. 

Already a year earlier ALEC had sent 
out its first volume of “Suggested State 
Legislation,” which included its “Bal- 
anced Federal Budget Petition.” This peti- 
tion was intended as model legislation for 
states to use to apply to Congress to call an 
Article V convention for the sole purpose 
of proposing a BBA. 

In the October 1984 issue of its pub- 
lication, First Reading, ALEC provided 
its own history of the “Balanced Budget 
Amendment Constitutional Convention” 
(ALEC’s own words). ALEC’s use of the 
term “Constitutional Convention” to refer 
to what they now refer to as an Article V 
convention is quite interesting. In recent 
years most of the Article V convention 
proponents have dropped the “constitu- 
tional convention” terminology and now 
vehemently criticize their opponents for 
even daring to use this term in this context. 

According to ALEC, the idea of a BBA 
Article V convention can be traced back 
to the early days of ALEC’s formation in 
1975. Early that year, Georgia Representa- 
tive John Linder became interested in work- 
ing to get the states to apply for a constitu- 
tional convention to propose a BBA. He 
contacted Lewis Uhler of the NTLC about 
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this and was referred to ALEC, which was 
just being organized at the time. 

Linder then drafted a model state reso- 
lution calling for a “Constitutional Con- 
vention on a Balanced Federal Budget” 
(there’s that term again), which was then 
sent to 27 state legislative contacts on an 
ALEC contacts list. According to ALEC’s 
1984 article, this led to many states apply- 
ing for a BBA constitutional convention, 
which eventually led to 32 of the necessary 
34 states applying to Congress by 1983. 
The article ends by saying that the enlist- 
ment of most of the 32 states was “due to 
the efforts of ALEC members in the states.” 

It’s always hard to prove a negative, 
such as making a statement that BBA 
Article V convention proponents rarely 
mention restoring the federal govern- 
ment’s adherence to the specific powers 
granted to it by the Constitution. How- 
ever, this author’s review of the history of 
the BBA constitutional convention move- 
ment and a review of their current state- 
ments and arguments reveals that such 
a restoration is not their goal. Instead 
these proponents talk in terms of general 
goals, such as “to stop runaway spend- 
ing,” to stop “deficit spending,” to stop 
“out of control spending,” “to rein in our 
debt and revive our economy,” “to limit 
Congress’ ability to drive our nation into 
further economic decay,” etc. They have 
been making these exact same arguments 
for 40 years now. 

This is not to say that having a balanced 
federal budget would be a bad idea; on the 
contrary balanced budgets should be the 
norm and striven for in all but truly emer- 
gency situations, such as when Congress 
has declared war. However, the fact remains 
that a BBA would not address the real prob- 
lem of multitudes of usurpations of powers 
by officials in all branches of the federal 
government. Moreover, a BBA would tend 
to legitimize these usurpations by focusing 
on the goal of balancing the budget and ig- 
noring the problem of widespread usurpa- 
tions. Furthermore, it must be emphasized 
that if the federal government would only 
follow the Constitution, then the budget 
would easily be brought into balance. 


Brief History of Federal Usurpations 

Focusing on balancing the federal budget 
leads to ignoring the fundamental problem 
of a federal government that started to ig- 
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nore the Constitution in small ways early 
in our nation’s history, then went on to 
rapidly increase its usurpations of powers 
in the 20th century. 

Let’s step back and look at our problem 
of an “out-of-control” government from 
a historical perspective. What’s one of 
the most noticeable aspects of this being 
“out-of-control”? The answer is those 
huge federal deficits that have amounted 
to anywhere from a half trillion to a tril- 
lion dollars annually over the past decade, 
and which have led to a rapid rise in the 
national debt to a fantastic total of $18.4 
trillion as of early September 2015. 

What are other important aspects of the 
“out-of-control” government problem? 
A good answer here would be to point to 
how all three branches of the federal gov- 
ernment have been frequently departing 
from the Constitution. 

We can simplify how we understand 
the “out-of-control” government problem 
by realizing that the huge annual federal 
budget deficits are the result of Congress 
clearly refusing to comply with the enu- 
merated powers granted to it in Article I, 
Section 8 of the Constitution. Some con- 
stitutionalists maintain that approximately 
80 percent of federal spending is unconsti- 
tutional. One way to verify this is to look 
at the current lineup of federal agencies 
and major programs. Most of them are not 
based on powers granted to Congress by 
the Constitution. Here are some exam- 
ples of blatantly unconstitutional federal 
departments and programs: Agriculture, 
Education, Energy, Environmental Protec- 
tion, Health and Human Services, Housing 
and Urban Development, foreign aid, and 
the various entitlement programs, such as 
Social Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 
Of course, these three major entitlement 
programs are the ones that account for 
most of the (variously estimated) $100- 
200 trillion in unfunded liabilities that the 
federal government has incurred. 


a 


Education Secretary Arne Duncan speaks about the administration’s plans for education at 
an elementary school, January 12, 2015. Nothing in the Constitution authorized Congress to 


establish a Department of Education. 


A good question is: How long have 
these usurpations been going on? The 
short answer is that the federal govern- 
ment’s departure from the Constitution 
began in small ways almost from the be- 
ginning of our nation’s history. Let’s look 
at a couple of examples. 

First consider the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA). This entire depart- 
ment is unconstitutional. It was officially 
established as a federal department in 1862, 
but just when did this unconstitutional activ- 
ity begin? This quote from Congressional 
Series of United States Public Documents, 
Volume 2757, 1893, shows that even our 
first president, George Washington, played 
a role in planting the germ of an idea that 
eventually led to the USDA: 


The establishment of a National 
Board of Agriculture was one of the 
measures which President Washing- 
ton strongly urged upon the attention 
of Congress. The propriety of giving 
national aid to agriculture was consid- 
ered by committees of both Houses of 


Focusing on balancing the federal budget leads 

to ignoring the fundamental problem of a federal 
government that started to ignore the Constitution in 
small ways early in Our nation’s history, then went on 
to rapidly increase its usurpations of powers in the 


20th century. 
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Congress in those early days, but the 
indifference of the farmers and con- 
stitutional objections prevented any 
legislative action. [Emphasis added. 


Notice that the “propriety of giving national 
aid to agriculture” was considered by Con- 
gress and that “constitutional objections” 
prevented Congress from authorizing any 
funding for agriculture in the early days 
of our constitutional republic. However, 
we know that at some point these constitu- 
tional objections were ignored, leading to 
the establishment of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture in 1862. As of 2015, Congress 
is clearly usurping powers not granted to 
it in the Constitution by providing many 
billions of dollars in subsidies to farmers 
annually, and also providing $80 billion in 
food stamps annually. 

Let’s take another interesting example, 
the U.S. Department of Education, which 
was established in 1980. When did Con- 
gress begin its unconstitutional funding 
for education? It turns out that the answer 
is 1866. Here’s an excerpt of the floor de- 
bate in the House over whether to establish 
an education bureau in the federal govern- 
ment consisting of a commissioner and a 
handful of other employees: 


Sir, it is hardly necessary for me to 
stand here and show what are the 
constitutional objections to this bill. 
No man can find anywhere in the let- 
ter or spirit of the Constitution one 
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word that will authorize the Congress 
of the United States to establish an 
Educational Bureau. If Congress has 
the right to establish an Educational 
Bureau here in this city for the pur- 
pose of collecting statistics and con- 
trolling the schools of the country, 
then, by the same parity of reason, 
a fortiori, Congress has the right to 
establish a bureau to supervise the 
education of all the children that are 
to be found in the thirty millions of 
the population of this country. [Em- 
phasis added. ] 

[Representative Andrew Rogers of 
New Jersey, floor debate in the House 
of Representatives, June 5, 1866] 


The bill to establish an Educational Bu- 
reau was passed by the House on June 19, 
1866, and signed into law in 1867. Notice 
that even when this tiny germ of today’s 
Department of Education was being de- 
bated in Congress, the very astute Rep- 
resentative Andrew Rogers stated: “No 
man can find anywhere in the letter or 
spirit of the Constitution one word that 
will authorize the Congress of the United 
States to establish an Educational Bu- 
reau.” Then, he went on to warn that if 
Congress had the right to establish an 
Educational Bureau within the federal 
government consisting of only a handful 


of people, then it had the right to establish 
a bureau to supervise the education of all 
children in our nation. 

How prophetic. That’s exactly what 
happened. It took a century or so from 
the time when Congress first usurped the 
power to fund an educational bureau until 
Congress was routinely ignoring the Con- 
stitution by funding a huge educational 
bureaucracy to supervise the education of 
all American children. 

There’s a similar story behind all of 
the other unconstitutional agencies and 
programs of the federal government. Our 
problem of an “out-of-control” govern- 
ment should be described as our “out-of- 
compliance-with-the-Constitution” federal 
government. This problem first manifested 
itself in the early days of our nation, but 
really began to accelerate in size about a 
century ago. President Wilson’s notion of 
“a flexible or fluid constitution” was very 
widely shared by American political lead- 
ers throughout the 20th century, and this 
way of thinking continues to prevail among 
our political leaders today. 

How do we solve this problem of an 
“out-of-compliance-with-the-Constitu- 
tion” government? 

Many conservatives have been promot- 
ing a Balanced Budget Amendment as a 
solution to our problem of an “out-of-con- 
trol” government. They imply that some- 


In order to remain free, we must remedy the ignorance of voters through a widespread, 
grassroots educational campaign under sound leadership. 
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thing is wrong with our Constitution, and 
that has led to our problem, so that obvi- 
ously we need to change the Constitution. 
However, this analysis is too superficial 
and clearly a BBA would be inadequate 
for solving our real problem of an out-of- 
compliance-with-the-Constitution gov- 
ernment. That’s because a BBA would not 
include any remedies for the situation in 
which we find ourselves, where federal of- 
ficials are all too often no longer adhering 
to the Constitution, and where the voters 
are not holding them accountable for dis- 
obeying the Constitution. 

The BBA has never been sold as a way 
to return the federal government to adher- 
ing to the limitations of the Constitution. 
Instead, a BBA would have the perverse 
effect of legitimizing the federal govern- 
ment’s usurpations of powers not granted 
to it by the Constitution. With a BBA in 
place, the debates in Congress would 
hinge on whether a specific funding bill 
would fit within a balanced budget, not 
on whether it would be in accordance 
with the Constitution, which in reality 
is already pretty much how debates on 
spending bills proceed in Congress. Con- 
gressmen already profess to be striving 
for balanced budgets and make a great 
pretense of doing so. 

Then, there are the loopholes in virtu- 
ally all BBAs that have been proposed. 
Most BBAs have exemptions for national 
emergencies. Depending on how “nation- 
al emergencies” are defined, that can be 
a very low bar for allowing unbalanced 
budgets. There is also generally a provi- 
sion in BBA proposals that permits the 
budget to be unbalanced whenever 60 
percent of both houses of Congress ap- 
prove it. 


This Is a Republic, Not a Democracy! 
Fifty-four years ago, on September 17, 
1961, Constitution Day, Robert Welch, who 
had founded The John Birch Society less 
than three years earlier, gave a speech en- 
titled “Republics and Democracies” to a pa- 
triotic Chicago-based organization, “We the 
People.” This speech went on to influence 
millions of Americans to understand that 
our nation is a republic, not a democracy. 
The essence of the speech is that our 
Founding Fathers had studied Greek and 
Roman history and were virtually unani- 
mous in their denunciation of the evils of 
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“democracies” and their apprecia- 
tion of the virtues of “republics.” 
As an example of what’s wrong 
with “democracies,” Welch approv- 
ingly quoted James Madison: 


Democracies have ever been 
spectacles of turbulence and 
contention; have ever been found 
incompatible with personal secu- 
rity, or the rights of property; and 
have in general been as short in 
their lives as they have been vio- 
lent in their deaths. 


In contrast, Welch approvingly 
quoted John Adams’ definition of 
a “republic” as “a government of 
laws and not of men.” 

In brief, democracies do not have 
checks and balances to prevent ma- 
jorities from tyrannizing minorities. 
To the extent that there are power- 
ful special interest groups with their 
combined voting blocs constituting 
a majority of voters, our nation has 
already become a democracy. On 
the other hand, republics have a 
constitution, which imposes limita- 
tions on the actions of government 
officials along with checks and bal- 
ances and due process to protect the rights 
of minorities and individuals. We need to 
restore our republic. 

Our research into the 40-year history of 
the BBA Con-Con movement has shown 


Robert Welch’s “Republics and Democracies” speech in 1961 
went on to influence millions of Americans to understand that 
our nation is a republic, not a democracy. 


that virtually all arguments for bringing 
about a constitutional convention to pro- 
pose a Balanced Budget Amendment have 
emphasized only the need to balance the 
budget and have not mentioned the impor- 


tance of restoring the government’s 
adherence to the enumerated pow- 
ers in Article I, Section 8, and other 
powers granted to the federal gov- 
ernment in other parts of the Con- 
stitution. 

To the extent that a BBA would 
legitimize the continuation of the 
increasingly widespread usurpa- 
tions of powers within the federal 
government by focusing on bal- 
ancing the budget as the highest 
priority, it would be leading our 
nation away from its founding as a 
constitutional republic and toward 
becoming a democracy. 


Creating an Informed 

Electorate Is the Solution 

As Thomas Jefferson famously as- 
serted in a letter to Charles Yancey, 
January 6, 1816: “If a nation ex- 
pects to be ignorant & free, in a 
state of civilisation, it expects what 
never was & never will be.” 

In order to remain free, we must 
remedy the ignorance of voters 
through a widespread, grassroots 
educational campaign under sound 
leadership. This would be a cam- 
paign to inform a sufficient number 
of citizens about the principles of the Con- 
stitution so that majorities could be elected 
to both houses of Congress that would en- 
force the Constitution and not usurp pow- 
ers not granted to them. Hi 


Arguments Against 
a BBA Article V Convention 


by Larry Greenley 


a threat to the Constitution because: 


| n view of everything covered in this article, we say that a Balanced Budget Amendment Article V convention would be 


« A BBA Article V convention would have the inherent power to be a runaway convention that could make harmful 
changes in the Constitution, including a new ratification procedure, or even completely rewrite it; and 
¢ A BBA would tend to legitimize the longstanding usurpations of powers by federal officials, thereby moving our nation 
away from its founding as a constitutional republic (rule of law) and toward being a democracy (rule of men). 
Based on most drafts of BBAs, we would expect a BBA to have loopholes, such as exemptions from balancing the budget 


would be permissible: 


¢ In the event of variously defined national emergencies; or 
¢ In the event that 60 percent of both houses of Congress would approve a deficit budget. 
A BBA with such loopholes could not be counted on to guarantee an end to budget deficits. Hi 
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SHADOWRING Exposes Globalist Agenda 


There are many globalist groups that for one reason or another aim to impose world 
governance on the planet, but the Council on Foreign Relations is pre-eminent. 


by Alex Newman 


powerful new documentary, more 
A than two hours in length, entitled 

ShadowRing does a masterful job 
of exposing the globalist Council on For- 
eign Relations, its power over U.S. policy 
and both major political parties, and its 
radical agenda to strip Americans of their 
God-given rights and national sovereignty. 
Created by Free Mind Films in conjunction 
with international best-selling author James 
Perloff, the movie will serve as an effec- 
tive tool to bring attention to the existence 
and seriousness of the world-government 
threat — not just from the CFR but from the 
whole architecture of world government- 
promoting powerhouses that now dominate 
government, the establishment press, much 
of the economy, the monetary system, the 
government “education” system, interna- 
tional institutions, and much more. 

The film does an excellent job of com- 
bining interviews with knowledgeable 
experts along with narration and histori- 
cal footage of the events and characters 
involved in the saga. Among those inter- 
viewed for the film are journalist Aaron 
Dykes, pastor and 2008 presidential can- 
didate Chuck Baldwin, author and expert 
on globalism G. Edward Griffin, author 
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and journalist Jim Marrs, activist Adam 
Kokesh, and many other insightful and 
knowledgeable commentators. James 
Perloff, who helped write the film, is 
perhaps most famous for his hard-hitting 
book The Shadows of Power: The Council 
on Foreign Relations and the American 
Decline, which ripped the mask off the 
CFR and its subversive globalist activities 
more than 25 years ago and exposed the 
agenda to countless Americans. He also 
features prominently in the film. 

The documentary offers clear and con- 
vincing evidence to show even the most 
skeptical person that there is, indeed, a 
shadowy cabal of globalists hoping to in- 
stall themselves as masters of humanity. In 
fact, early on, the film and the interview 
subjects combine to make a powerful case 
that America today is, in many ways, al- 
ready essentially dominated by an “oligar- 
chy,” and has been for generations. Among 
the oligarchs’ names mentioned in the film: 
Rockefeller, Morgan, Vanderlip, Vander- 
bilt, Mellon, and other banking and politi- 
cal heavyweights. The film also shows how 
these oligarchs have long worked with each 
other to increase their wealth and power — 
not by using the free-enterprise system and 
hard work, but by secretly collaborating in 
the shadows to subvert the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, usurp control of government power, 
and fleece and deceive the American people. 

The Council on Foreign Relations is 
identified repeatedly as the most power- 
ful tool, or vehicle, used by the globalist 
establishment in the United States to ma- 
nipulate and control the American people 
specifically. “Though virtually unknown 
to the public, the council dominates the 
Cabinets of both Democrat and Repub- 
lican presidents,” the narrator explains. 
“Since its founding in 1921, the CFR has 
produced 21 secretaries of war and de- 
fense, 19 treasury secretaries, 18 secretar- 
ies of state, and 16 CIA directors.” The 
outfit also has many of America’s biggest 
establishment media organs and mega- 
corporations as members. 


Its goals, interview subjects explain, in- 
clude advancing the establishment’s agen- 
da for global governance, getting around 
the U.S. Constitution, and promoting tyr- 
anny at home and abroad. Quotes from the 
outfit’s own flagship publication Foreign 
Affairs demanding world government and 
assaults on national sovereignty make that 
abundantly clear, too, as the film shows — 
such as that published by the CFR journal 
Foreign Affairs in 1922, its first year of 
publication: “Obviously there is going to 
be no peace or prosperity for mankind as 
long as [the Earth] remains divided into 50 
or 60 independent states until some kind 
of international system is created. The real 
problem today is that of the world gov- 
ernment.” Much of it is accomplished by 
stealth and deception. 

Perloff, a leading expert on the CFR 
and the establishment behind it, realized 
that the globalist outfit was more power- 
ful than even he understood when he pro- 
duced his first major exposé of the council 
and its machinations. “When I wrote The 
Shadows of Power, the main concern I had 
was that maybe Id gone too far in attribut- 
ing our foreign policy to this invisible gov- 
ernment,” Perloff says in the film. “Now 
it’s 26 years later, we’ve had the arrival 
of the Internet, we’ve had access to infor- 
mation I never had access to at the time I 
wrote that book. My conclusion is not that 
I went too far, but I didn’t go far enough.” 

Next, Perloff goes on to explain the 
genesis of the CFR, which was born after 
a meeting in Paris in response to the U.S. 
Senate’s refusal to ratify American in- 
volvement with the globalist League of 
Nations after World War I. By the time 
World War II was complete, the CFR and 
its operatives had acquired more than 
enough influence to ensure the U.S. gov- 
ernment would become entangled with the 
globalist United Nations. 

Perloff and others interviewed for the 
film also discuss the fact that the CFR is 
merely the American branch of a broader 
international cabal under the banner of the 
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Round Table Group. In the United King- 
dom, for example, the CFR’s counterpart 
is known as the Royal Institute for Inter- 
national Affairs. Similar globalist outfits 
operate in myriad other countries — all 
working toward the same global regime 
they frequently refer to in public as the 
“New World Order.” 

Chuck Baldwin, founder of Liberty Fel- 
lowship, goes on to name names of CFR 
members, who cut across party lines almost 
as if the “party” labels were merely a tool to 
distract and deceive the American people. 
Among them are former President and CIA 
Director George H.W. Bush, former Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton, former President Rich- 
ard Nixon, former President Jimmy Carter, 
former President Gerald Ford, former Vice 
President Dick Cheney, former Supreme 
Court Justice Sandra Day O’Connor, race 
hustler Jesse Jackson, Sr., journalists Dan 
Rather and Tom Brokaw, former Fed- 
eral Reserve boss Paul Volcker, global- 
ist schemer and former Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger, Senator Dianne Feinstein 
(D-Calif.), Senator John McCain (R-Ariz.), 
Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Gins- 
burg, Secretary of State John Kerry, cli- 
mate profiteer and former Vice President 
Al Gore, former Obama Defense Secretary 
Chuck Hagel, former Governor and Sena- 
tor Jay Rockefeller, and many, many more 
political and economic bigwigs across the 
levers of power in the United States. 

“You notice first of all that you’re talk- 
ing Republicans and Democrats, conser- 
vatives and liberals,” Baldwin explains in 
the documentary after reading off a very 
partial list of the bipartisan membership 
roster of the CFR. “You’re talking people 
in every area of government and news 
media, you’re talking education establish- 
ment — you’re talking basically the key 
establishment institutions of the country 
are all infiltrated with Council on Foreign 
Relations members. Why is this institu- 
tion so powerful that no matter whether 
it’s a Republican or Democrat in the White 
House, they are going to fill their adminis- 
tration with members of the CFR?” 

The film also quotes former CFR mem- 
ber Rear Admiral Chester Ward, who 
resigned in disgust from the globalist 
outfit after 16 years when he understood 
its agenda. The CFR’s goal, he said, was 
“submergence of U.S. sovereignty into 
an all powerful one world government.” 
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And while there may be plenty of “useful 
idiots” among the membership, globalism 
permeates the group. “This lust to surren- 
der the sovereignty and independence of 
the United States is pervasive throughout 
most of the membership,” Ward warned 
after resigning from the organization and 
highlighting publicly the dangers it poses 
to America. 

Another key element of the film is its 
discussion of U.S. wars and the evidence 
it presents of false-flag attacks, begin- 
ning with the sinking of the USS Maine in 
1898. Citing the hysterical press coverage 
by establishment-controlled media outlets, 
along with evidence surrounding the in- 
cident, the film suggests that the sinking 
of the Maine and the Spanish-American 
War it sparked marked the start of a new 
era of U.S. militarism regularly justified 
through the use of likely false-flag opera- 
tions. In the case of the Maine, America 
went to war based on the claim that Spain 
had sunk the ship, despite the evidence 
showing otherwise. 

The film offers a great deal of history on 
the intrigue behind the sinking of the Lu- 
sitania, which is credited with bringing a 
reluctant America into WWI. World War II 
is discussed next, along with an examina- 
tion of the attack on Pearl Harbor — an at- 
tack that top U.S. leadership knew about in 
advance, as official U.S. military reports 
concluded. 

The film then continues chronicling the 


history of establishment-promoted U.S. 
militarism by zeroing in on the alleged 
Gulf of Tonkin attack that sucked the 
United States into war in Vietnam — even 
as the same establishment was funneling 
U.S. tax dollars and support to brutal com- 
munist regimes allied with the Viet Cong. 
According to powerful evidence present- 
ed in the film, the attack was a fraud or- 
chestrated to psychologically manipulate 
and terrorize Americans into the war that 
killed almost 60,000 U.S. servicemen and 
countless more Vietnamese. 

Fast-forward all the way to the George 
W. Bush administration, and the process 
largely repeats itself with different play- 
ers connected to the same establishment, 
and different lies to sell a different war. 
The war against Iraq, for example, was 
marketed to the American people and the 
world as being an international effort to 
disarm former U.S. ally Saddam Hussein 
of his alleged “weapons of mass destruc- 
tion.” Ironically, the same CFR-linked es- 
tablishment had supplied the Iraqi regime 
with WMDs. But as shown in the docu- 
mentary, by the time the U.S. government 
had finished invading Iraq and overthrow- 
ing its formerly U.S.-backed dictator, Bush 
had admitted that there were no WMDs to 
be found in Iraq. Similar arguments could 
have been made for Obama’s lawless UN- 
backed war on Libya. 

Every American should know the real 
history behind these wars. Interlocking 
groups that must be understood that are 
addressed in the film include the Trilater- 
al Commission, the Bilderberg group, and 
more. There is much more in the film, too, 
that the American people must understand 
if the Constitution is to be restored — and 
if the globalist schemers behind the sub- 
versive world government agenda are to 
be exposed and ultimately stopped. 

Of course, regular, longtime readers of 
THE NEW AMERICAN magazine will likely 
be familiar with many, if not most, of the 
facts presented in the more than two-hour- 
long film. Still, it is well worth watching 
— and especially sharing with others who 
may not yet be up to speed on the dangers 
of the CFR and the globalist agenda to 
subvert the U.S. Constitution and the God- 
given individual liberties it protects. The 
documentary can be purchased at www. 
freemindfilms.com/films/shadowring/. 

To order ShadowRing, see page 45. Hi 
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SUPPORT YOUR 
LOCAL POLICE 


AND KEEP THEM INDEPENDENT! 


SUPPORT YOUR LOCAL POLICE Agenda Action Page! 


The purpose of the “Support Your Local Police — and Keep Them Independent!” Action 
Project Page is to preserve our freedom by (1) preserving the system of local law 
enforcement established by the Founding Fathers and (2) preventing a federal takeover of 
police forces that would enable the establishment of a totalitarian government. Tools to do 
this are provided under the headings: “Leaf More,” “Tell Others,” and “Take Action.” 


Visit the Action page NOW! http://www.jOs.org/issues-pages/support-your-local-police 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Donation for Prevention 


A widow in California turned her hus- 
band’s tragic suicide into an opportunity 
to help save the lives of others. 

Susan Futterman of Point Richmond, 
California, lost her husband to suicide in 
2012 after he suffered multiple psychotic 
episodes, reported the Contra Costa Times. 
She believes that her husband would still 
be alive if he had known of the multitude 
of services available to him. Susan felt it 
was her duty to make sure others who suf- 
fer as her husband did receive the proper 
help they need to prevent further loss. 

In August, Susan sold her husband’s 
prized Lamborghini at an auction for 
$522,000 and donated the money to La 
Cheim Behavioral Health Services, an 
Oakland-based charity that works to pre- 
vent suicide. 

The sale of her husband’s car was dif- 
ficult for Susan, as it was one of the few 
remaining tangible items of his that she 
clung to as a reminder of her husband. “It 
was very tough. It was such a big part of 
his life and a big part of mine, as well, 
and it’s the biggest physical representation 
I had of him,” Futterman said. “T felt like 
it would give his death some meaning.” 

Susan’s husband, Frederic Paroutaud, 
took his life at age 58. He had an impres- 
sive career in writing music for television 
and film, including for well-known pro- 
ductions such as Murder, She Wrote and 
The Phantom of the Opera. 

Susan states that Frederic’s mental 
illness came as a surprise to the both of 
them. “We really didn’t know there was 
an issue until April 2012, until he had what 
appeared to be a psychotic break,” Futter- 
man said. “Things deteriorated pretty rap- 
idly, and at some point he was diagnosed 
as bipolar.” Susan feels that her husband 
did not get proper care to help him cope 
with his mental issues. 

La Cheim Behavioral Health Services 
has impressed her with its ability to serve 
an underserved community on a budget 
that she’s described as “shoestring.” 

The organization has a number of needs 
for which her donation will be extremely 
helpful, including providing therapy to 
suicide-attempt survivors. 
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Essay Inspiration 


Seventeen-year-old Brendan Garn of Pot- 
terville, Michigan, wrote a moving essay 
about his mother that inspired a stranger to 
do a very good deed. 

Brendan’s mother, Michelle, has been 
confined to a wheelchair for the last 13 
years after suffering a brain stem stroke. 
She desperately needed a new wheelchair- 
accessible van to shuttle her two children 
around, but has not been able to come up 
with the money. 

USA Today reported that Brendan sub- 
mitted a 400-word essay in the National 
Mobility Awareness Month contest offered 
through the National Mobility Equipment 
Dealers Association; the first prize was a 
new, wheelchair-accessible van. He was a 
finalist but did not win. 

However, as a finalist, his story was fea- 
tured in the local newspaper, where retired 
businessman Tom Kolassa read it and was 
inspired to act. “I wanted to tell [Brendan], 
“You didn’t win this contest, but you are 
first place in somebody’s heart,’” Kolassa 
told the Lansing State Journal. 

Kolassa worked with a local dealership 
to buy Garn a one-year-old van with just 
15,000 miles on it. With the help of the 
staff at the Bridge Creek Heritage Chev- 
rolet and Freedom Motors, it was made 
fully handicap accessible. The van arrived 
at Michelle’s home on August 11. 

According to USA Today, the en- 
tire package was worth approximately 
$45,000. 

“T’m still in shock,” Michelle said. 
“T’ve been waiting all day for my phone 
to go off and for someone to say, ‘Sorry. 
We meant a different Michelle Garn from 
Potterville.’” 

When Kolassa delivered the vehicle to 
the Garns’ home, Michelle, Brendan, and 
Michelle’s 13-year-old daughter Robin 
were beyond grateful. “That someone 
would actually do this,” said Brendan. 
“Tt’s unbelievable.” 

For Kolassa, it was all worth it. “I grew 
up having really nothing and I see that,” 
he said. “I see the hard work she’s doing 
in trying to support two children. If I can 
help somebody like that, that’s important, 
in my life and hers.” 


Employee Appreciation 


Employees at a Chick-fil-A in Austin, 
Texas, got the surprise of their lives when 
the restaurant owner decided to continue 
to pay them while the restaurant was being 
remodeled for five months. 

According to the Austin Chick-fil-A 
owner Jeff Glover, the restaurant needed 
to expand in order to handle the ever- 
growing population of Austin. WMAZ 
reported that during the remodel, the res- 
taurant was doubled in size and had a third 
drive-thru lane added. 

But Jeff did not want to leave his em- 
ployees in the lurch. “I thought to myself, 
‘I don’t want my group to have to forgo 
their salaries,” he said. In fact, Glover 
even went a step further, giving his em- 
ployees a $1 per hour raise. “It would be 
a real financial crisis for the 50 families 
represented by the workers here to have 
to go five months without a job,” Glover 
told KVUE. 

Glover’s generosity was no small mat- 
ter. According to KVUE, starting pay at 
Glover’s Chick-fil-A is $11 an hour, and 
he pays full-time workers approximately 
$3,600 a month before taxes. 

His kindness was not lost on his em- 
ployees. Norma Baynes, one of his restau- 
rant managers, said, “I’ve been here for 
over a decade and cannot put into words 
how much this means.” 

Another one of Glover’s employees told 
KVUE that he was not surprised by Glov- 
er’s actions, noting, “He is always taking 
care of us.” 

And customers at his restaurant seem 
to notice that the employees are chipper 
and go above and beyond to provide su- 
perb customer service, based on customer 
reviews on Yelp. 

Evidently, that climate is not limited 
to the Austin restaurant. It is perhaps for 
that reason that the Chick-fil-A chain 
has experienced notable success. Cit- 
ing OSR magazine, Business Insider 
writes that the fried-chicken chain gen- 
erates more revenue per restaurant than 
any other fast-food chain in the United 
States. They’re obviously doing some- 
thing right. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Communist Pedigree of the Clenched-fist Salute 


Symbolism has been very important to the communist movement because its members 
are trying to achieve an end goal, not convince society that they are right. 


f 


Red pedigree: Three communist symbols — clenched fist, hammer and sickle, and red star — 
appear together in this 1922 Soviet poster dedicated to the Bolshevik Revolution of October 1917. 


by Christian Gomez 


iots, protests, demonstrations, ral- 
R lies; pick the issue — police bru- 

tality, racism, Occupy Wall Street, 
oil and gas fracking, minimum-wage 
legislation, education funding, etc. — 
it’s a sure bet a certain symbol will be 
ever-present. When Baltimore erupted in 
flames, riots, and looting, the “protest- 
ers” — from unknown teens to infamous 
agitators — prominently displayed the 
clenched-fist salute. The same clenched 
fist appeared on rally posters and ban- 
ners, along with “#BlackLivesMatter” 
and “Hands Up, Don’t Shoot!” Malik 
Zulu Shabazz, the hate-spewing former 
head of the New Black Panther Party (and 
current national president of Black Law- 
yers for Justice) conspicuously employed 
the clenched fist salute while leading 
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chants and rallies in Baltimore. (See pic- 
ture on page 39.) It was a repeat of the 
violence-promoting rallies that exploited 
the “racial justice” theme and fomented 
racial turmoil nationwide following the 
Trayvon Martin shooting in Florida and 
the Michael Brown police shooting in 
Missouri. 

In Ferguson, Missouri, black rioters and 
looters went on a rampage, spurred on by 
the media, which falsely portrayed Mi- 
chael Brown as “the gentle giant,” another 
unarmed young black man shot down in 
cold blood by a white police officer, ac- 
cording to the media storyline. Protesters 
took to the streets with their clenched fists 
raised, led by the professional organizers 
of the Black Lives Matter movement, the 
New Black Panther Party, the Communist 
Party USA, and the Revolutionary Com- 
munist Party (RCP). 


Black protesters with their clenched 
fists raised in the air were photographed 
and displayed on the cover of Revolution, 
the official newspaper of the Revolution- 
ary Communist Party. Elaborating about 
the many “great things that are happen- 
ing” in the Communist Party USA, party 
chairman John Bachtell told Gawker. 
com in an interview, posted on August 
15, 2015, “Black Lives Matter has played 
an important role.” This is not surpris- 
ing, since, as THE NEW AMERICAN has 
reported, the co-creators of the #Black- 
LivesMatter slogan that suddenly ap- 
peared on posters, T-shirts, Tweets, and 
protest banners are Patrisse Cullors, Ali- 
cia Garza, and Opal Tometi, three radical 
lesbian Marxists who identify themselves 
as “queer Black women” and who idolize 
former Communist Party leader Angela 
Davis and communist terrorist/cop-killer 
Assata Shakur. 

It is much the same story in more lo- 
calized mob actions, such as the violent 
and disruptive protests staged in Wis- 
consin during 2011 — and beyond. The 
2011 Wisconsin Budget Repair Bill, oth- 
erwise known as Act 10, passed by the 
legislature and signed by Governor Scott 
Walker, was a major smackdown to the 
radical unions, effectively ending col- 
lective bargaining for most public-sector 
employees. Both in the weeks leading up 
to and months following its passage, the 
Wisconsin State Capitol in Madison was 
flooded with protesters in opposition to 
the bill. These demonstrators consisted 
of the usual AFL-CIO labor union mem- 
bers, Occupy Wall Street activists, and 
Marxist-Leninists, including members of 
the Communist Party USA and the Revo- 
lutionary Communist Party. The RCP is a 
hardcore Maoist party led by Bob Avaki- 
an, whose pedigree dates back to his lead- 
ership in the Students for a Democratic 
Society (SDS) and their violent dem- 
onstrations in the 1960s and ’70s. This 
coalition of communists, AFL-CIO mem- 
bers, and Occupy protesters displayed red 
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The public literature and slogans of the various communist parties 
are replete with what is known as ‘Aesopian language, allowing 
its authors to propagate a specific message understood to their 
ideological adherents but unbeknownst or seemingly benign to the 


average unsuspecting person. 


banners, flyers, posters, and T-shirts de- 
picting an upright clenched fist. 

The clenched fist, which is a favorite 
symbol and gesture of Wisconsin union ac- 
tivists, the Occupy movement, and Black 
Lives Matter, is entirely revolutionary and 
communist. And even though many of the 
demonstrators/rioters using the gesture 
and sporting brochures and signs embla- 
zoned with the symbol have little or no 


is communist communication concealed 
in public view. 

In Wordmanship: Semantics as a Com- 
munist Weapon, a study prepared for the 
U.S. Senate Subcommittee on Internal 
Security in 1961, Stefan T. Possony, the 
Hoover Institution’s director of interna- 
tional studies, traces the use of this prac- 
tice to Vladimir Lenin, who “employed 
Aesopian expressions to get by the tsarist 


censor.” Of Lenin’s use of “Aesopian lan- 
guage,” Possony elaborates: 


He masked “Communists” as “strict 
Marxists” and instead of using the 
taboo word “revolution,” talked 
about “the reform,” not to be con- 
fused with “reforms” which became 
an Aesopian term dear to moder- 
ate Socialists. By now, most of the 
original Communist vocabulary has 
been given an Aesopian equivalent. 
“Dictatorship of the proletariat” grew 
into “democracy,” “expropriation” 
was transformed into “planning,” 
“revolution” was camouflaged as 
“liberation,” “the party” became “the 
people” or “the peace movement,” 
and “communism” was disguised as 


knowledge of its origin and 
meaning, we can be sure that 
the principal organizers pro- 
moting its usage understand 
precisely the importance of 
ingraining this — and similar 
symbols — into the popular 
culture. 

The public literature and 
slogans of the various com- 
munist parties are replete with 
what is known as “Aesopian 
language,” allowing its au- 
thors to propagate a specific 
message understood to their 
ideological adherents but un- 
beknownst or seemingly be- 
nign to the average unsuspect- 
ing person. 

The longstanding defini- 
tive Webster’s Third New 
International Dictionary of 
the English Language Un- 
abridged defines “Aesopian” 
as “language only under- 
stood by those indoctrinated 
in such verbiage.” The more 
recent 11th edition of Mer- 
riam-Webster’s Collegiate 
Dictionary is even more ex- 
plicit, defining “Aesopian” 
as “conveying an innocent 
meaning to an outsider but 
a hidden meaning to a mem- 
ber of a conspiracy or under- 
ground movement.” Plainly 
put, for the purposes of this 
article, “Aesopian language” 
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Radicalized sports: U.S. athletes Tommie Smith 


(center) and John Carlos 
raised gloved fists skyward in protest during the playing of the “Star 
Spangled Banner” after Smith received the gold and Carlos the bronze for 
the 200-meter run at the Summer Olympic Games on October 16, 1968. 


“anticolonialism,” “anti- 
imperialism,” and “anti- 
fascism.” 


The purpose of this coded 
vernacular was to achieve 
specific results. “To the 
Communists, words are tools 
to achieve effects, not means 
to communicate in search of 
truth,” writes Possony. This 
thought is also conveyed in 
Doubletalk: The Language 
of Communism, where author 
Harry Hodgkinson writes: 


The language of commu- 
nism ... is not so much a 
means of explaining to an 
unbeliever what commu- 
nism means, but an armory 
of weapons and tools in- 
tended to produce support 
or dissolve opposition to 
communist policies on the 
part of people either hostile 
or indifferent to them. The 
meaning of a communist 
word is not what you think 
it says, but what effect it is 
intended to produce. 


Thus in communism, words 
and phrases are not defined 
by the meanings found in a 
dictionary but by the actions 
they elicit. This is the essence 
of “Aesopian language.” 
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Symbols and gestures are also principal 
components of the Marxian “Aesopian 
language.” Among the most well-known 
symbols and hand gestures for commu- 
nists and their fellow travelers is the raised 
clenched fist. 

Seemingly benign to the average unsus- 
pecting person, the clenched fist has been 
a longtime symbol for Communist Par- 
ty-controlled or Marxist-inspired labor, 
union, and solidarity activists. 


Origins and Rise of Communism 
Asked about the clenched fist’s esoteric 
origins, John Lautner, a former top official 
of the Communist Party USA, told Ameri- 
can Opinion magazine (forerunner to THE 
NEw AMERICAN) in 1970: 


The clenched-fist salute has been 
used among revolutionaries for 
many centuries as a symbol of de- 
fiance, comradeship, and solidarity. 
It was employed during the bloody 
French Revolution of 1789, and 
again during the industrial revolu- 
tions of 1848. At the formation of 
the First International in London in 
1864 (known as the International 
Workingmen’s Association), Karl 
Marx and his followers gave the 
clenched-fist salute, as did his fol- 
lowers at Brussels in 1889 during 
the formation of the Second Interna- 
tional, the so-called Yellow Interna- 
tional. And, it had been used by the 
revolutionary Communards in the 
Paris Communes of 1871, a violent 
affair which led to the deaths of over 
25,000 Parisians. Since the Third 
International, the Comintern begun 
at Moscow in 1919, it has been the 
official salute of all Communist Par- 
ties throughout the world. 


Communists in Russia, known as Bol- 
sheviks, continued to use the clenched 
fist as their official salute even after the 
1917 October Revolution. According to 
the October 2008 issue of Proletarian, 
the official newspaper of the Communist 
Party of Great Britain (Marxist-Leninist) 
(or CPGB-ML), “The raised clenched fist, 
first known as the ‘Red Salute’ was used 
as a greeting by Bolsheviks in the Soviet 
Red Army during the Russian civil war 
and war of intervention and has become 
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Salute to mass murderer: Chinese in the city of Peiping (Beijing) raise their clenched fists in 


welcome to Chinese communist forces entering the city after driving out the Nationalist army, 
on May 2, 1949. Behind them are portraits of Chinese Communist Party leaders, the center one 
being that of General Mao Tse-tung (Mao Zedong). 


an international symbol of liberation fight- 
ers and workers in struggle.” 

Following the Bolshevik victory in the 
Russian civil war, the raised clenched fist, 
along with the red star and the hammer 
and sickle, quickly became the symbols of 
choice for the official communist parties 
and leftists throughout Western Europe 
and Asia. 

On March 1, 1926, the raised clenched 
fist received official patent protection from 
the State Patent Office in Germany, for use 
as the trademark of the Roter Frontkamp- 
ferbund (RFD; German for “Alliance of 
Red Front-Fighters”), which was a para- 
military organization under the leadership 
of the Communist Party of Germany. Hav- 
ing been first introduced on the badges 
worn by members of the RFD in 1924, 
the clenched fist became a distinctive fea- 
ture visible on all RFD insignias. In 1933, 
following the dissolution of the Weimar 
Republic with the rise of Adolf Hitler and 
the Nazi Party, the Left in France adopted 
the clenched fist in solidarity with the de- 
feated German Communist Party. 


Clenched Fists in Red China 
On August 1, 1927, the Chinese Civil 
War commenced between the nationalist 


Kuomintang-led government of the Re- 
public of China, led by Chiang Kai-shek, 
and the USSR-backed Soviet Republic of 
China led by Mao Tse-tung, a student of 
Marxism-Leninism trained in Moscow. 
The same day as the civil war broke out, 
Mao’s top military henchmen Zhu De, 
He Long, Ye Jianying, and Zhou Enlai 
organized the People’s Liberation Army 
(PLA) under the control of the Commu- 
nist Party of China. 

On January 31, 1949, PLA forces tri- 
umphantly celebrated the Kuomintang 
surrender of Peiping (now Beijing) with 
their clenched fists raised in the air salut- 
ing Mao. A year and a half later, on May 
Day 1950, the Chinese Civil War officially 
ended as Mainland China fell under the 
total control of Mao and the Communist 
Party. 

Chiang Kai-shek and the surviving 
Kuomintang forces retreated to the island 
of Formosa (Taiwan), where they estab- 
lished the Republic of China government- 
in-exile, with Taipei as its new capital. 

In July 1968, Chinese artist Liu Chun- 
hua unveiled his famous oil canvas por- 
trait of Mao, entitled “Chairman Mao goes 
to Anyuan.” Officially recognized as a cul- 
tural relic in Communist China in 1998, 
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the painting depicts a young visionary 
Mao garbed in traditional Chinese attire 
with a closed old umbrella under his right 
arm and a clenched fist on his left. 
Expounding the significance of the 
painting Liu Chunhua explained, “His 
clenched fist depicts his revolutionary will, 
scorning all sacrifice, his determination to 
surmount every difficulty to emancipate 
China and mankind and it shows his con- 
fidence in victory.” Wherever communism 
spread, a clenched fist was always present. 


Clenched Fists USA 

In the United States, about 20,000 del- 
egates at the Ninth Convention of the 
Communist Party USA, held in New 
York City in 1936, raised their clenched 
fists in the air saluting top Communist 
Party dignitaries, including then-party 
chairman Earl Browder, who jubilantly 
returned the gesture. 

That same year members of the “Old 
Guard” faction of the Socialist Party of 
America formed a new party known as the 
Social Democratic Federation of the Unit- 
ed States of America (SDF), after a split in 
their 1934 national convention. The split 
resulted from the more radical youthful 
branch of the Socialist Party, who advo- 
cated for “direct action” and open coop- 
eration with the Communist Party. 

In his book The Good Fight, Louis 
Waldman, one of the “Old Guard” mem- 
bers who left the Socialist Party to start 
the SDF, noted of the young “Militants,” 
as they called themselves: 


When they first appeared on the 
scene, they wore blue shirts and 
adopted the upraised arm and the 
clenched fist as a form of salute. 
They insisted that the party ... do the 
things that the Communists had made 
popular in their day-to-day activities. 
The Militants also proposed that, as 
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dents, youths, tenants, housewives, 
and the unemployed formed by the 
Socialist group entered United Fronts 
with like organizations under Com- 
munist auspices. The fronts became 
transmission belts for the Commu- 
nists.... Most of the fronts sought to 
carry out the objectives of Soviet for- 
eign policy, to glorify the Soviet sys- 
tem, and to spread confusion in the 
ranks of society. [Emphasis added. ] 


the Communists had done, we form 
separate organizations for the unem- 
ployed, youth, tenants, and house- 
wives, as if those groups had interests 
distinct from those of the workers as 
a whole.... 

In due time, organizations of stu- 


Adopting the Communist Party’s clenched 
fist salute, the Socialist Party essentially 
became a front for the Communist Party 
to fulfill the directives of Moscow. And 
as did the Communist Party, the Socialist 
Party would also develop smaller targeted 
front organizations to achieve those aims. 


Wherever communism spread, a clenched fist was always present. 
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U.S. Communist Party general secretary and presidential candidate Earl Browder clenches his fist 
as he opens a four-day New England campaign tour in Boston on October 4, 1936. 


With the rise of the civil rights move- 
ment in the United States during the 
1960s, militant black groups began ap- 
pearing, such as the Black Panther Party. 
Under the veneer of Black Nationalism 
and civil rights, the Black Panther Party 
likewise advocated against capitalism and 
promoted Marxism-Leninism. Huey New- 
ton, who along with Bobby Seale founded 
the Black Panther Party, was well-versed 
in the writings of Malcolm X, Che Gue- 
vara, Karl Marx, Vladimir Lenin, and Mao 
Tse-tung. As the Socialist Party had done 
in 1934, the Black Panther Party also ad- 
opted the clenched fist salute. 

The Black Panther Party helped main- 
stream the clenched fist in American cul- 
ture, especially among radical black nation- 
alists and civil rights activists as the “Black 
Power salute.” The Communist Party’s sa- 
lute soon became the symbol and embodi- 
ment of the Black Power movement of the 
1960s and ’70s. This was most evident dur- 
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ing the 1968 Summer Olympics, hosted in 
Mexico City, when after the 200-meter race 
both African-American gold medalist Tom- 
mie Smith and bronze medalist John Carlos 
raised their clenched fists. 

The clenched fist became a symbol of 
Black Power as it simultaneously repre- 
sented the most ardent elements of com- 
munism. Like the Socialist Party in 1934, 
the Communist Party USA also expe- 
rienced its own split in the fall of 1961, 
when the anti-revisionist or pro-Stalinist 
faction of the party, known as the “Pro- 
gressive Labor Movement,” led by Milt 
Rosen, left and founded the Progressive 
Labor Party in January 1962. 

Fully embracing an ideology of Marx- 
ism-Leninism-Stalinism, the Progressive 
Labor Party’s official logo is a red star be- 
hind a raised clenched fist with the motto 
“Fight For Communism” semi-circling 
the top half and the Spanish translation, 
“Luche por el Comunismo,” semi-circling 
the bottom half. This logo also appears on 
the top right-hand corner of the cover of 
Challenge, the official newspaper of the 
Progressive Labor Party. 

It is not just the motto inscribed above 
the logo of the Progressive Labor Party 
that tells one its objective is “commu- 
nism,” but also the Aesopian use of the 
clenched fist as its graphic logo. 


AP Images 


In its early years, the Progressive Labor 
Party worked with the Black Power move- 
ment and Students for a Democratic So- 
ciety (SDS), which, like the Progressive 
Labor Party, was also founded in 1962. 

A leading organization in the New Left 
movement of the 1960s, SDS was a radical 
Marxist student organization. The national 
secretary of SDS was Mike Klonsky, the 
son of former Communist Party USA lead- 
er Robert Klonsky. 

The two most prominent individuals to 
emerge from SDS were its inter-organi- 
zational secretary Bernardine Dohrn and 
her husband Bill Ayers, the two founders 
of the terrorist Marxist-Leninist Weather 
Underground Organization. Backed by 
Communist Cuba’s intelligence service 
the DGI, the Weather Underground ini- 
tially arose as a faction of SDS and was 
responsible for various bombings in Chi- 
cago and New York City in the late 1960s 
through mid 1970s. 

Although SDS was officially dissolved 
in 1969, a new SDS was reorganized in 
2006. The official logo of SDS features a 
red raised clenched fist. 


Clenched as “Cool” 


The clenched fist remains a symbol of 
Black Power, as evident by its contem- 
porary usage from both the New Black 
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Panther Party and Black Lives Matter. 
Members and activists from both the New 
Black Panther Party and Black Lives Mat- 
ter often give the clenched fist salute dur- 
ing protests. In fact, the official logo of the 
Black Lives Matter organization, depicted 
on both its official website and Facebook 
page, is of a hooded African-American 
with his or her arm raised in the air mak- 
ing a clenched fist. 

The average American who views the 
clenched fist as just a cool or faddish “fist 
pump,” or as simply a cry for black racial 
justice and equality, fails to understand 
what the editors of Challenge, Proletar- 
ian, Peoples World, The Militant, and 
Revolution know when they print images 
of a clenched fist on the covers of their 
newspapers. 

The simple fact that so many young 
people, and even certain conservative 
presidential candidates, who should know 
better, also fail to see this and even at 
times embrace this hand gesture, regard- 
less of intention, highlights the serious 
lack of education among conservatives 
and validates the Aesopian nature of this 
symbol in American culture. Symbols and 
hand gestures have as much meaning as 
any other word in the dictionary, and it’s 
past time we recognize the clenched fist 
for what it has always meant. 


Co-opted and exploited: The clenched fist festooned many posters carried by hundreds of labor union members and militant leftist agitators in 
2011, as they protested measures of Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker's administration, and it appeared again when Malik Zulu Shabazz, of Black 
Lawyers for Justice, spoke to a group of protesters outside a Baltimore Police Department on April 22, 2015. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


“What Could Have 


Happened to Him?” 


WPTV.com reported out of Lantana, Flor- 
ida, on August 13 about a home break-in 
that involved a shooting. The Palm Beach 
County Sheriff’s Office is still investi- 
gating the shooting, which they say oc- 
curred when a homeowner arrived home 
and discovered the lights on in his home. 
Suspecting foul play, the homeowner en- 
tered the home to discover that his pet pit 
bull was dead from a gunshot wound. The 
homeowner then saw two intruders in his 
home holding his safe, which had been 
bolted down. 

The homeowner yelled for the intrud- 
ers to stop, but one of the armed intrud- 
ers raised a rifle. Fearing for his life, the 
homeowner opened fire on the intruders, 
who returned fire. The homeowner was 
able to retreat from his home through the 
front door during the exchange of gunfire. 
Once safely outside, the homeowner called 
911 to report the break-in and shooting. 

Police arrived and discovered one sus- 
pect had died at the scene. The second 
injured intruder arrived at a nearby medi- 
cal facility where authorities were able 
to connect him to the shooting. He is ex- 
pected to survive. Authorities identified 
the two suspects as 27-year-old Tavarress 
Alexander Wilson and 23-year-old Ob- 
rian Simms. 

Simms was the suspect who was found 
dead at the scene of the crime, and Wilson 
is now facing armed burglary charges, as 
well as second-degree murder charges for 
Simms’ death under Florida’s felony mur- 
der statute, which permits the charging of 
a suspect for the murder of an accomplice 
killed during the commission of a felony 
even if the deceased was killed by a person 
other than the suspect. 

Police say the homeowner did not suffer 
any injuries and no charges are expected 
to be filed against the man. Neighbors 
spoke out in support of the armed home- 
owner who successfully defended himself. 
Wayne Patenaud, who has lived in the 
neighborhood for 37 years, told WPTV. 
com, “Good for him [the homeowner], 
but it’s sad that he had to do it.... Sadly in 
this neighborhood, it happens a lot. Seen 
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it many times over the years.... Pretty 
much you just try to protect your house 
the best you can; luckily he had a firearm, 
if he hadn’t, what could have happened to 
him?” 


Neighborhood Watch 


The Orlando Sentinel reported on August 
4 about a neighbor who halted a burglary 
of another man’s home. The neighbor, a 
retired police officer, was out walking 
with his wife when he noticed a suspi- 
cious youth apparently canvassing the 
houses on the street. The neighbor moni- 
tored the young man at a distance so as 
not to be seen. The neighbor’s concern 
turned out to be warranted when he wit- 
nessed the suspect entering the backyard 
of another neighbor’s house. The ex-po- 
liceman ran and grabbed his licensed fire- 
arm and returned to the house to investi- 
gate. As he neared the house, he saw that 
the suspect had broken a window and was 
in the house. He moved closer to the win- 
dow when he saw a television set thrown 
through the broken window by the sus- 
pect. The burglar then saw the armed 
neighbor and, according to the neighbor, 
charged at him. The neighbor fired once 
at the suspect, seriously injuring him. The 
injured suspect was later airlifted to Or- 
lando Regional Medical Center. 

Mark Hartley, who was the man whose 
home was broken into, expressed grati- 
tude for his neighbor’s actions. “I told 
him he’s my hero.” Hartley told the Or- 
lando Sentinel. Hartley also explained that 
the subdivision they live in is a tight-knit 
community. “We all are close friends and 
get along really well.... We always watch 
out for one another, and I’m glad someone 
was there to stop it.... It obviously alters 
my thoughts on our security here.... It’s 
usually so quiet.” The suspect is expected 
to recover and will face charges for the 
burglary. 

Lake County Sheriff’s Office Spokes- 
man Lt. John Herrell told the Orlando 
Sentinel that it’s “definitely unusual, be- 
cause in most cases the homeowner is the 
one confronting a suspect.” Herrell added 
that it appears the neighbor acted lawful- 
ly and will not face charges. “When the 


witness confronted him and the suspect 
charged, the witness told us he was in fear 
for his life and acted to defend himself... 
The neighbor was doing what he thought 
was the right thing.” 


Trespassing Bear 


This column typically features stories of 
armed self-defense involving humans de- 
fending themselves against people who 
act like animals, but this news story out 
of British Columbia shows that you need 
to be prepared for animals that act like 
animals as well. CTV News reported on 
August 10 about a family that had a griz- 
zly bear break in to their home. 

The family woke up early to the sound 
of their dog, Sid, frantically barking. The 
wife went to investigate and discovered 
a giant 15-year-old grizzly bear in the 
kitchen eating a bucket of pet food. The 
bear had apparently gained entry into the 
house by clawing through a screen on one 
of the windows. 

The terrified wife ran back into the 
bedroom and alerted her husband, who 
grabbed his shotgun, loaded it, and entered 
the kitchen. The quick-thinking husband, 
who is a hunter, readied his shotgun and 
then shot the bear when it began walking 
toward him. The husband fired once, but 
it wasn’t enough to down the animal. The 
beast continued to move toward the man, 
so he fired a second time. The bear col- 
lapsed to the floor, where it died. 

The wife told CTV News that the griz- 
zly was “10 feet from our son’s bedroom 
door!” The family credited their dog, 
Sid, with alerting them with enough time 
to stop the animal from doing them any 
harm. The wife also jokingly expressed 
gratitude for her husband being an avid 
hunter. 

Local conservation officer Jared Con- 
natty said that the bear appeared to have 
signs of poor health. “Its body fat was way 
lower than what it should have been at this 
time of year. [It] had some hair missing all 
over the body which can be related to just 
poor health, which is why it’s resorting to 
these measures to gain its food resource,” 
Connatty told CTV News. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Celebrity “Science” 
Ramps Up Climate Hysteria 
for UN Summit 


ITEM: In a September 2 interview with the 
BBC’s flagship program Newsnight, Brit- 
ish actress/environmental activist Emma 
Thompson declared: “If they take out of 
the Earth all the oil they want to take out, 
if you look at the science, our temperature 
will rise 4 degrees Celsius by 2030.” 
Newsnight’s Emily Maitlis interviewed 
Thompson while Thompson was demon- 
strating with Greenpeace outside Shell 
Oil’s London headquarters to stop drilling 
in the Arctic. Thompson also claimed a 
close connection between global warm- 
ing and Europe’s refugee crisis, stating, 
“If we allow climate change to go on 
as it’s going, the refugee crisis we have 
at the moment will look like a tea party 
compared to what’s going to happen in a 
few years’ time, because if we allow cli- 
mate change to continue, there are going 
to be entire swaths of the Earth that will 
become uninhabitable.... We are looking at 
humanitarian disaster ... of ... proportions 
we simply can’t imagine.” 
ITEM: Associated Press reported on Sep- 
tember 4 that “Paul McCartney, Jon Bon 
Jovi, Sheryl Crow and Fergie have joined 
forces to record a song about climate 
change.” According to the AP story, an all- 
star lineup of artists will appear on “Love 
Song to the Earth,” which was “created 
to support a UN conference in Paris this 
December to keep global warming from 
reaching dangerous levels.” 
CORRECTION: Emma Thompson, like 
many of her fellow entertainers who get 
involved in political causes, is reading 
from a faulty script and seems to confuse 
emoting over issues as a substitute for ra- 
tional discussion and attention to facts. 
Thompson’s wild claims, which went 
unchallenged by sympathetic interviewer 
Emily Maitlis and were broadcast to the 
world as “news,” were too much even for 
the British Met Office (officially known 
as the Meteorological Office), which has 
been criticized for being almost as alarm- 
ist on climate change as the BBC. 
Professor Richard Betts, chief of cli- 
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Drama queen: In a TV interview, actress Emma Thompson stated that burning oil would cause 
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the Earth’s temperature to rise 4° Celsius by 2030. Her facts were flatly contradicted by, of all 
people, the chief of climate impacts research at the warming-alarmist Met Office in Britain. 


mate impacts research for the Met Office, 
responded to Thompson’s statements on 
Helixclimate.eu, the website of a consor- 
tium of European Union climate-research 
institutions. An abbreviated version of 
Betts’ response was carried as an op-ed in 
the U.K.’s Daily Mail September 5, under 
the title: “She is just crying wolf.... It may 
even make refugee crisis worse.” 

Dr. Betts, who is a professor at Exeter 
University, as well as director of the Met’s 
climate research, took Thompson to task 
for gross exaggeration that will discredit 
science in the eyes of many, as well as for 
promoting an “apocalyptic vision” that 
could lead to panic and despair. 

“Some might argue that the focus 
should be on worst-case catastrophic sce- 
narios, leaving no room for doubt, in order 
to promote urgency in emissions cuts,” 
said Betts. “It’s certainly easy to see why 
this might be tempting, as global emis- 
sions have continued to rise despite clear 
indications that unchecked climate change 
poses large risks.” 

“Ms Thompson spoke passionately and 
in no uncertain terms about 4°C warming 
by 2030, and stated that ‘in a few years 
... whole swaths of the Earth will become 
uninhabitable.’ These statements do not 
reflect what the science actually says.” 

A Met Office honcho then asked: “Does 
this matter? What’s the harm in a bit of 


exaggeration if it’s in a good cause?” 
Professor Betts responded: 


Firstly, making wild predictions that 
don’t come true obviously harms 
your credibility. It’s the old “boy who 
cried wolf” story.... 

Secondly, if people come to be- 
lieve that catastrophic impacts are 
only round the corner, this could lead 
to wrong decisions made in panic.... 
And if people are scared into moving 
away from their homelands because 
they think it will be uninhabitable, 
this would only add to the existing 
refugee crisis, for no good reason. 

Finally, even if the world does 
make major emissions cuts very soon, 
this will take time to filter through 
into tangible effects on global warm- 
ing.... Therefore anything projected 
for the next few years is already 
unavoidable. If “whole swaths” re- 
ally will become uninhabitable “in 
a few years” then there is absolutely 
nothing we can do about it, however 
urgently we cut emissions.... Emma 
Thompson’s apocalyptic vision is 
therefore one of despair. 


So, the world as we know it is not going to 


end in 15 years if we fail to implement the 
draconian programs demanded by the fer- 
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vent fright peddlers. Professor Betts’ cor- 
rection of Emma Thompson is noteworthy 
on a number of counts. Unlike the many 
prominent scientists who can be counted in 
the global-warming “skeptic” camp, Betts 
is a longtime alarmist and a top name in 
that massive army of academics who popu- 
late the ever-expanding and lavishly funded 
global-warming lobby that has burgeoned 
into a major industry in recent years. In- 
deed, in his correction, Betts assures read- 
ers that the threat of man-made global 
warming is real, just not as imminent and 
catastrophic as Thompson claims. 

The Met Office, which has been caught 
in a number of climate scandals that have 
damaged its credibility, likely took this 
opportunity to restore some “street cred” 
by taking on the actress’ over-the-top as- 
sertions. The Met’s climateers, like many 
other leaders of the alarm lobby, have been 
forced recently by facts to acknowledge 
that, despite all the constant media hyper- 
ventilating about the supposed planetary 
meltdown, global mean temperatures have 
not risen for nearly 19 years. 

In October 2012, the Met Office’s Had- 
ley Center and the Climatic Research Unit 
at the University of East Anglia (known as 
Hadcrut) quietly released a report with tem- 
perature record data showing that alleged 
global warming had ceased 15 years earlier. 
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Professor Judith Curry, former head of the 
climate science department at America’s 
prestigious Georgia Tech university (and 
formerly known as the “high priestess of 
global warming”), said the Hadcrut report 
clearly showed that the computer models 
used to predict future warming were “deep- 
ly flawed.” In high contrast to its many 
sensational releases, the Met attempted to 
bury the report and minimize its impor- 
tance. Ditto for subsequent Met reports that 
conflict with the alarmist scenarios. In June 
of this year, only a few months before the 
Emma Thompson-Richard Betts exchange, 
the Met released a report entitled “Regional 
climate impacts of a possible future grand 
solar minimum,” acknowledging that a 
weak solar cycle could produce “decreases 
in global mean temperature” by 2050. As 
with other Met reports that conflict with 
the organization’s alarmist ideology, the 
authors of the study downplayed the sig- 
nificance of their own discoveries, lest it 
undercut the agenda for global UN controls 
over all human activity. 

Also in June of this year, Lord Christo- 
pher Monckton — who was chief policy 
advisor to the Science and Public Policy 
Institute and former special advisor to 
former U.K. Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher — in a report for ClimateDe- 
pot.com updated the status of the global- 


warming “hiatus,” pointing out there has 
been no measurable global warming at all 
for 18 years and six months, since Decem- 
ber 1996. Among the key points made by 
Monckton are: 


The RSS [Remote Sensing Systems] 
satellite dataset shows no global warm- 
ing at all for 222 months from Decem- 
ber 1996 to May 2015 — more than 
half the 437-month satellite record. 

The entire RSS dataset from Janu- 
ary 1979 to date shows global warm- 
ing at an unalarming rate equivalent 
to just 1.2 C° per century [which is 
virtually indistinguishable from natu- 
ral variability]. 

Since 1950, when a human influ- 
ence on global temperature first be- 
came theoretically possible, the glob- 
al warming trend has been equivalent 
to below 1.2 C® per century. 


This September, the Met Office released 
another study, “Big Changes Underway 
in the Climate System?” which again ac- 
knowledges the global-warming “pause” 
(which it refers to as a “slowdown’’), but 
then tried to minimize its significance. 
However, while the Met Office begrudg- 
ingly releases some data that contradicts 
their alarmist bias, the BBC (and most of 
the media climate choir) refuse to even do 
that much. The British watchdog group 
www.news-watch.co.uk observes that the 
BBC has been notorious for providing a 
platform to celebrity enviro-extremists to 
vent on global warming, while denying 
access to qualified experts. Last year for- 
mer British chancellor and founder of the 
Global Warming Policy Foundation Nigel 
Lawson was banned by the BBC from 
debating global warming on the network 
because he is a “non-scientist.” Lawson 
accused the BBC of imposing a “quasi- 
Stalinist” party line. 

Emma Thompson’s non-scientist quali- 
fications — wealthy actress, Greenpeace 
activist, naming her daughter Gaia (in 
honor of the Greek “Mother Earth” pagan 
deity) — apparently satisfy the BBC’s 
Stalinist standards. Ml 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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THE !\5 WORD 


BY JOHN T. LARABELL 


Have You Checked Your White Privilege Lately? 


’ve been hearing a lot 
I about “white privilege” 

these days. I’ve heard 
that I have it, even if I don’t 
know it. I’ve seen discus- 
sions of white privilege all 
over the Internet, especially 
on social media, and there 
has been an annual White 
Privilege Conference since 
1999. I was in a conversa- 
tion recently with someone 
(who is non-white) who, 
after hearing me deny that 
there was any such thing as 
“white privilege,” told me 
that I just have to admit it, 
and come to grips with the 
fact that I’ve been afforded 
certain privileges solely because of my skin color. 

But what exactly does it mean to have “privilege,” white 
or otherwise? If a person is privileged, that means he or she 
has access to, or enjoys rights to, things that others are not al- 
lowed to do. For instance, we speak of someone having “VIP 
privileges” at a club, or certain privileges that come with a 
high-ranking position within a company or the government. 
Being a citizen of a country will grant a person certain privi- 
leges that non-citizens cannot enjoy. In feudal Europe, nobles 
were allowed special privileges that the peasants did not, and 
could not, enjoy. 

So what about so-called white privilege? In this country, the 
closest example one could find of white privilege would have 
been under slavery or “Jim Crow” laws. Even though there were, 
at times, black freedmen who owned their own slaves, in general 
blacks were consigned to perpetual slavery and whites could not 
be slaves. And under Jim Crow laws, there were many private 
and some public places that were “white only,” to which blacks 
were not allowed access. These, arguably, could be seen as le- 
gitimate examples of “white privilege.” But we all know that 
slavery and segregation are no longer institutions in this country. 
So what form of white privilege still exists today? About the 
only thing that I can think of is joining a white supremacist or 
racist group such as the KKK. 

What many people refer to as “privilege” today is better de- 
fined as “advantage,” and it’s certainly not confined to white 
people. For example, living in a comfortable home in a safe 
neighborhood with good, safe schools is often given as an ex- 
ample of “white privilege,” as is being able to read history books 
in school filled with stories about people of one’s own race. 

The above items could be considered “advantages” that 
some have over others, but they are certainly not confined 
to whites, nor are they privileges granted only to whites, and 
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not all whites enjoy such 
advantages. For instance, 
Asian Americans such as 
Japanese and Chinese are 
statistically more successful 
than whites in terms of in- 
come, employment, educa- 
tion, and educational perfor- 
mance. What are normally 
defined as “white privileg- 
es” could more accurately 
be described as “middle- 
class advantages.” And the 
fact that white students can 
read stories in school his- 
tory textbooks about white 
people is attributable to the 
fact that this is a Western, 
majority-white country. The 
same phenomenon could be found for other races in countries 
where such races are the majority. 

As an aside, there are some things that as a white person I am 
not allowed to do. For instance, there are a number of minority 
scholarships that I am excluded from based on my skin color, 
and there are certainly no “white only” scholarships. Addition- 
ally, some universities in this country are now featuring “safe 
spaces” where minorities can gather and talk about racial issues 
where whites are not allowed, as well as conferences dealing 
with “white privilege” and other racial topics to which white 
students are neither invited nor allowed. 

The point is that legal, institutionalized discrimination against 
minorities, along with resultant privileges for the majority 
(white) population, is a thing of the past in this country. Are 
there arguably pockets of “structural racism” in this country, 
such as in some businesses or departments of city/state govern- 
ments, that might hinder minority advancement? Sure, but that 
is, though related, a separate issue. As a whole, there are no 
longer distinct privileges that I enjoy as a white guy that others 
are prohibited from. 

And why dwell on “white privilege”? Is it to make white 
people feel guilty? If so, then what? Do they apologize, and 
what real good would it do if they did? Do they give some of 
their money to non-whites? In reality, I see the whole “white 
privilege” meme as divisive, destructive to good race relations, 
and effectively setting up a straw man at which non-whites can 
direct frustration from any misfortune that they might be experi- 
encing. So here’s something I can do with my “white privilege”: 
I can take every opportunity I get to tell non-whites that every- 
one is equal, people are people no matter their skin color, and 
what “color” someone is makes no difference regarding their 
status in life. It’s one’s attitude, perspective, and outlook on life 
that makes 90 percent of the difference. 
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Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (MasterCard LU) American Express VISAMCIDsco Anecan Bes 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 cee aude 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 


$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call 


Signature 151005 


MANAGEMENT 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


